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CURRENT TOPICS. 


‘ Vien-Cuancettorn Bacon has risen for an i 
~of seven days. 





Tue Court or Aprpzat at Lincoln’s-inn 
Monday next, hear appeals from the Probate, 
and Admiralty Division. 


will, on 
Divorce, 





Tue wiser or cavses for hearing before the Master of 
the Rolls has rapidly swollen since the beginning of the 
"present sittings, and now consists of about 100 causes, 
-of which about sixty are with witnesses. Besides this 
his lordship has a very long list of adjourned summonses. 
With two days a week of the sittings per- 
‘manently occupied with interlocutory matters, and a 
possible day or two in the Court of Appeal, there are not 
_ “more than sixteen days now available for dealing with 
- “these formidable lists. 





A panacaarn in the report of the Incorporated Law . 
Society for the present year again calls attetition to the’ 


pout &c., vieheaY having i Sunset tap nara duly 
stamped certificate”; such penalty to be sued for by 
information in the name of the Attorney-General. The 
Solicitors Act, 1860, provides (section 26) that 


guilty of a contempt of the court in which the matter or 
proceeding in relation to which he so acts is 

had, or taken, and may be punished accordingly, « « « 
and shall, in addition to any other penalty or forfeitare, 
- + . forfeit and pay for any such offence the sum of 
£50.” The Associated Provincial Law Societies last 
year passed a resolution that the practice of 

persons other than solicitors or proctors to act as agents 
in proceedings in the Probate Court was improper, and 
should be discouraged. Probably sufficient discourage~ 
ment will be afforded before long by the result of the 
proceedings taken by the council. 


Tue Common Preas Drviston had before them last 
week a point of much nicety, upon which they were 
divided in opinion. The point turned upon 37 & 38 
Vict. c. 62, the Act which provides that no ratification, 
after full age, of a contract made during infancy shall 
form a ground of action. The action was for breach of 
promise of marriage, and it appeared that a promise of 
marriage had been made by the defendant when an 
infant; that the conduct of the parties had been to one 
another that of engaged persons for some years; and 
that, subsequently to the defendant's coming of age, 
they had definitely fixed the wedding day. The question 
was whether there was evidence to go to the jury of a 
new promise, or merely of a ratification of the old promise, 
Lord Coleridge, C.J., thought that there was no evidence 
of a fresh promise, but Denman and Lindley, JJ., thought 
otherwise. The question of what constitutes the difference 
between ratification and fresh promise under this statute 
is a most subtle and annoying one. The view of Lord 
Coleridge seems to be almost that an old promise is 
exclusive of the supposition of any new promise, except 
one in express terms. His argument is, that the parties 
were really acting with reference to the old promise, 
When the day was fixed for the marriage neither 

them, in fact, contemplated any new promise. It may 
be admitted that certain facts would be evidence of a 
promise made after full age, if there were no question of 
a former promise made before full age; but it is argued 


erly apply in any case where there is a fresh consideration 
moving from the other party after the attainment by the 
infant of his majority. In the case in question it appeared 
that after that event the one party had remained under 
@ contractual relation at the request of the other, in 
consideration that the other would remain under the 


There are, however, certain words in the 
seem entirely to prevent the interpretation 
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otherwise propose of the word “ratification,” as dis- 
tinguished from a fresh promise. The words are 
“‘whether there shall or shall not be any new considera- 
tion for such ratification after full age.” These words 
make us doubt whether Lord Coleridge was not right. 
The spirit of the Act seems to be that under no pretext, 
and in no point of view whatever, shall a person who pro- 
mised in infancy be made liable ; that not only shall an 
infant not be bound by a promise made during infancy, 
but that he shall be freed from the operation of it more 
completely by not being able, under any circumstances, 
to elect to act upon, and be bound byit. The idea may 
be that the promiser is otherwise in danger of not being 
effectually protected. Under the pressure of the exist- 
ence of the former promise, the promiser is easily 
induced or entangled into being party to some transac- 
tion which amounts to a ratification, and so may be 
bound to fulfil a promise lightly made without sufficient 
experience, but the fulfilment of which may ruin his 
whole future life. In this point of view, the intention 
may have been as far as possible to make him entitely 
free, and to insure his being put in the same position as 
if there never had been a promise. And to effect this, 
when there has been a previous express promise, it may 
be that nothing can be evidence of a fresh promise, as 
distinct from. a ratification, but an express and abso- 
lutely distinct fresh promise. 





Is COMMENTING, some months since, on the case of 
Worthington’s Trade-Mark, in which the applicants 
were refused leave to register a triangular mark for 
beer on the ground that, if coloured red, it might 
interfere with the red triangle of Messrs. Bass, which, 
as registered, appeared to be a mere triangular black 
blotch, we expressed an opinion that it would be well 
for trade-marks to be registered in the colours in which 
they were used. This view receives some confirmation 
fromthe case of Mitchell v. Henry, noted in another 
column. That case brings forcibly to light the fact 
that there is a class of trade-marks, extensively em- 
ployed in an important trade, which consist solely in 
colour—that is to say, the trade-marks which con- 
sist of arrangements of various coloured threads 
running through some portion of the edge of a piece 
of cotton or worsted goods. It is obvious that such 
trade-marks could not possibly be advertised prior 
to registration in the usual way, since they would all 
appear to be the same were they printed in plain 
black and white; accordingly the registrar, under 
the powers conferred on him by the Trade-Marks 
Rules, merely inserts in the Official Journal a description 
of the mark, which is itself deposited for inspection at 
the Patent Office Museum at South Kensington. Of 
such marks then, as advertised and registered, colour is 
an integral and essential feature, and it is difficult to 
see why manufacturers in other trades should be pro- 
hibited from also availing themselves of the colours 
which may be scarcely less integral or essential a part 
of their trade-marks. If a piece of cloth can be de- 
posited at South Kensington, why cannot a paper label ? 
If that were done, manufacturers’ trade-mark rights 
would be much more easily ascertainable. 





One or THE sprakers at a meeting held last February 
with reference to the Forfeiture Relief Bill pointed out 
that, but for the introduction in all conditions of sale of 
the provision that the last receipt for rent should be con- 
clusive evidence of the performance of the covenants in 
a lease (which in truth it was not), is would practically 
be impossible to force the sale of any lease upon a pur- 
chaser. It may be worth while to notice that this con- 
dition is in process of being considerably increased in 
stringency. The most recent form we have seen in actual 
use provides that the last receipt “shall alone be con- 
clusive evidence (and exclude evidence to the contrary) 
of the due observance and performance of the covenants, 





provisoes, and conditions contained in the said lease 
down to the completion of the purchase, including the- 
interval between the contract for sale and such comple- 

tion, and of the waiver, as at the time of completion, of 

any breach of covenant (if any) committed (whether con- 

tinuing or otherwise, and whether appearing by the 

abstract or otherwise or not), and no evidence shall be 
required of the fact of the person or persons receiving 
such rent being entitled so to receive the same respect- 
ively.” All that seems to be wanted to make the con- 
dition complete is a provision that the last receipt shall be 
conclusive evidence of the due observance and perform- 

ance of the covenants in the lease “ notwithstanding the 

lessor may have given notice of his intention to take ad- 
vantage of a forfeiture incurred.” Would the long- 

suffering purchaser swallow even this provision ? 





A veRv smatt Burtt, introduced into the House of 
Commons by Dr. Cameron, proposes to provide that,. 
“whenever any expression of time occurs in any Act oft 
Parliament, deed, or other legal instrument, the time 
referred [to] shall, unless it is otherwise specifically 
stated, be held, in the case of Great Britain, to be 
Greenwich mean time, and in the case of Ireland, Dublin 
mean time. We do not see why Scotland should not have 
been allowed an Edinburgh mean time, but as 
England the change proposed would probably be con- 
venient. Railway time is now the time by which we: 
keep our clocks, and railway time is Greenwich time. 





CONCERNING SOLICITORS’ LETTERS. 


ConsrperinG how large 4 part of the life of every solicitor 
is spent in writing or dictating letters, it is surprising: 
how little attention is sometimes paid to the systematic 
instruction of the articled clerk in this important part of 
his duty. In most offices, no doubt, he is gradually 
intrusted with the routine correspondence relating to- 
matters which are placed in his hands, his letters being 
looked over by the managing clerk or one of the 
principals, but (speaking, of course, as we must, from 
our own knowledge) he is comparatively seldom allowed 
to try his hand on a letter of real importance, requiring: 
much skill and thought. If heis a man of energy and 
acuteness he may follow the progress of a matter 
through the letter-book and observe for himself the- 
mode in which difficulties are met and unpalatable 
proposals laid before the proposee in their least obnoxious 
form; but the ordinary articled clerk either fancies he- 
has his hands too constantly full of work, or is too in- 
different, to undertake the critical examination of letters- 
which have to be sought for among a mass of common- 
place correspondence. And so it happens that many 
solicitors have to learn the art of letter writing after 
they commence practice and at the expense of their 
clients. We cannot pretend to supply the needs of the 
articled clerk, or to furnish any novel suggestions to the 
experienced practitioner, but it has occasionally occurred 
to us that some very simple hints on the subject 
might not be absolutely useless. If those of our 
readers who are masters in the epistolary art think our 
suggestions rudimentary, we must beg them to believe 
that experience in receiving and perusing letters has 
not convinced us that they are needless. On the 
contrary, experience has taught us that while many 
solicitors can write capital letters of one or two kinds,. 
there are comparatively few who are good all-round 
letter writers. For the art of solicitors’ letter writing. 
is divisible into many branches, requiring distinct treat- 
ment, Let us take one or two of them, reserving the- 
others for possible future consideration. 

In letters written by one solicitor to another on ordinary 
business matters nothing more appears to be necessary 
than clearness and conciseness, and acourteous assumption 
of the technical knowledge of the correspondent. The- 
letter is to be read by a busy man; hence the meaning: 
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of the writer should be expressed in as few words as is 
consistent with perfect clearness. The writer must, first 
of all, be sure that he has something to say, for this is 
pre-eminently a case in which, as Theophrastus Such has 
put it, ‘‘ Blessed is the man who, having nothing to say, 
abstains from giving us wordy evidence of the fact,” 
Having something to say, he must put it as shortly as he 
can. The difficulty is to be terse without being curt. 
It has often struck us that the young solicitor of the 
present day, accustomed as he is to telegrams, is inclined 


' to fall into the error of rather rude curtness. This is 


not likely to lead to successful correspondence. A man 
who has written a letter explaining at some length his 
view of the course to be pursued, does not greatly 
appreciate a dry reply to the effect that the writer is 
unable to concur in the course suggested. A still more 
unwise mode of procedure is for the solicitor to assume 
a lofty air of superior knowledge in his communications 
with his professional brethren. There are certain mem- 
bers of the profession who are fond of the formula, “‘ Do 
you really contend that,” &c., or “ Do I understand you 
really to mean that,” &c., as though the writer were 
positively unable to credit the crass ignorance and 
stupidity of his correspondent. There are others who 
adopt what we have heard described as the ‘‘ great coat 
and walking stick’’ style of address. They are always 
referring to what they are pleased to call ‘‘ the common- 
sense view of the matter” ; ‘‘ common sense forbids them 
to believe ’—what it is inconvenient for them to admit, 
and any view opposed to their own is condemned 
(in case arguments are lacking) as an exceed- 
ingly technical way of looking at the question. Now, 
an expert letter writer holds it to be a cardinal 
maxim to treat his professional correspondents with 
respect. It is not safe to sit down to write a letter to a 
brother solicitor with the idea that he knows less law, or 
is less acute, than yourself. Some of the best letter 
writers we know, like the greatest generals in history, 
invariably frame their tactics on the assumption that 
they are matched with an excessively clever, wily, and 
well-informed adversary. 

So much forletters from one solicitor to another on ordi- 
nary business matters. There is, of course, another class of 
of letters passing between solicitors to which different 
considerations apply—we mean the letters which, though 
addressed to a solicitor, are really intended to influence 
his client or to be used before a court or jury. Herethe 
difficult art of telling a story properly comes into exercise, 
and there is more scope for eloquence and indignation 
than in the dry and matter-of-fact communications to 
which we have hitherto referred. But itis needless to say 
that these should besparingly employed, and the writer 
should be specially careful neither to overstate the case 
of his client, nor to lose sight of the case of the opposite 
side. Itis a moot point how far it is desirable in these 
letters to anticipate the adversary’s reply, and it is diffi- 
cult to lay down a rule of general application. Our own 
impression, however, is that it is always wise, if practic- 
able, to forestall an objection which may prevent the 
other side from coming in to terms. But, however this 
may be, it is essential so to frame your letter that you do 
not afford the opportunity for a crushing reply, and in 
order to this it is necessary always to have in mind the 
question, ‘‘ What answer can be given tothis?” There 
are some little pieces of delusion still attempted to be 
practised in these letters, which, as they take no one in, 
might as well be abandoned. One is the practice of 
saying that the writer will “state frankly the position 
of matters,” or will “deal with the utmost frankness” 
with his corr t. .We all know what this means, 
and are instantly on the alert. Another is the prac- 
tice of representing the client of the writer as a species 
of colourless jelly-fish, ready to take any shape at the 
will of the writer. “TI really cannot advise my client to 
consent,” &c,—‘‘I should not be justified in asking my 
client to agree,” &c.—such phrases as these are a very 
unnecessary waste of paper and ink. 





——— 
THE OFFICIAL REFEREES. 


Tue failure of the provisions of the Judicature Act 
with regard to the reference of matters unfit to be tried 
by a jury to official referees has ceased now to excite 
much comment, but is none the less worthy of serious 
consideration. These provisions were an attempt to fill 
up an obvious gap in our existing legal system and to 
abolish a somewhat scandalous anomaly. It is obviously 
a@ tionstrous thing that actions should be brought to 
trial at the assizes, that big briefs should be delivered 
to leaders and juniors, and that witnesses should be sub- 
poenaed, when everybody knows that after the case has 
proceeded a short time it will be referred. The judge 
has no power to compel a reference, but he puts great 
pressure on counsel, the counsel makes a decent show of 
protest and resistance, if his client is unwilling to refer, 
but finally yields, indorses his brief accordingly, and 
pockets a large fee, not for doing nothing, because he is 
supposed to have read his brief, but at any rate for 
doing nothing that has brought much good to his client. 
A counsel with some conscience may often feel that this 
mode of disposing of cases is not satisfactory, but he is 
not to blame ; he knows that in most cases the judge is 
quite right and that the action cannot be satisfactorily 
tried beforea jury. Some judges do undoubtedly insist 
on references on somewhat insufficient grounds, and we 
are not sure that it would not really be quite as likely in 
many cases that are referred that justice would be arrived 
at by the verdict of a jury as by the award: of an arbi- 
trator. There is frequently much talk about complica- 
tion of accounts, and necessity for examination of plans, 
and so forth, as rendering a case a more proper subject 
for the accurate investigation of an arbitrator than the 
rough justice of the jury; but we believe that not 
unfrequently the arbitrator is ultimately reduced to just 
such a rule-of-thumb kind of view as a jury would take, 
and nothing much is really gained by withdrawing the 
case from the jury and thus throwing away all the ex- 
pense of preparing for trial at assizes. Referring is often 
a tempting way of getting rid of an uninteresting and 
troublesome case. The pressure of business caused by 
the work at an assize town proving too much for the 
time allotted, the desire to clear a big list at the larger: 
places, and such like causes, have frequently as much to 
do with the reference of cases from Nisi Prius as any 
inherent incapability of being tried in the cases them- 
Selves, It has been jocosely narrated how a judge 
at assizes, hearing counsel incautiously say that some 
point in his client’s case was as clear as that, two and two 
made four, immediately said that if the case involved 
figures it had better be referred. 

But there are undoubtedly many cases that are unfit 
to be tried by a jury; and it is a scandal that the useless 
expense should be incurred of bringing these cases to 
be tried and afterwards referring them. It may be said 
that, if the cases cannot be tried by a jury, there is ne 
reason why they should not be tried by a judge 
without a jury, and the Judicature Act does seem to con- 
template a more extensive use of the sygtem of trying by 
a judge without a jury. Butin many cases the judges 
dislike this mode of trial. They naturally dislike pro- 
tracted, uninteresting, and laborious inquiries into mere 
matters of detail involving figures, and the existing 
system of references which was ingrained into the common 
law practice before the Judicature Act afforded a means 


outside of the judicial system of the country. ‘The result 

was an attempt to create a class of officials who should 

act as referees in regard to such matters as the judges. 
a 





might refer to them for report, subject to a certain 
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“amount of supervision by the court. That attempt has 
led to the appointment of four who draw 
salaries of considerable amount for, if we mistake not, 
an.amount. of: work not at all proportionate to the amount 
of :their salaries. In other words, the attempt has sub- 
stantially proved a failure. For this various causes may 
be assigned. It will be remembered that when these 
gentlemen were appointed there was considerable out- 
cry with regard to one, at least, of the appointments. 
Now, we do not wish to be considered as any 
opinion whatever as to the merits or ability of the gentle- 
men appointed. They may be most excelleut officials, 
but in starting a new system, the success of which 
greatly depends on the creation of public confidence, it 
is mot enough that a person should be appointed 
whozis, in reality, sufficiently fit, if people would only 
think so. The appointment should be such as to create 
confidence and confer prestige on the new system. We 
think we are not doing any wrong to the gentlemen 
appointed to be official referees if we say that all the 
sppeintments were not of this nature. 

We think therefore, to speak plainly, that the failure 
ofthe system of official referees which the Judicature 

Act has.endeavoured to create is largely attributable to 
jobbery. Jobbery does not prevail, we ‘believe, with 
regard: to'legal matters so much as with regard to many 
other matters, but it prevails far too much. It has 
done, and'is calculated to do, an inestimable amount of 
mischief in relation to attempts to create a satisfactory 
system of minor judicial tribunals. People have, by 
reason of jobbery, to submit to a great deal of injustice, 
even in England in the nineteenth century, without much 
possibility of redress. The county court system has 
now become of immense utility and importance, but how 
many appointments to county court judgeships have 
been little less than disgraceful? But there are, we 
think, other causes at work to throw difficulty in the way 
of the establishment of such a system of reference as 
was apparently contemplated by the Judicature Act. 
We doubt whether the option given of referring to a 
special referee is compatible with the successful working 
of the official referee system. ‘We believe that as long 
es such an alternative exists, judges, counsel, and 
solicitors from various motives would, if there must be ‘a 
‘reference, be generally disposed to prefer a special 
referee. The undertaking of references being a 
considerable part of the practice of men of con- 
siderable status at the bar, a special referee quite 
a8 ‘likely to command the confidence of the parties 
as the official referee, andoften much more so, can always 
‘be procured. This in itself must much lower the status 
of the official referee. He is practically a person whom 
no suitor need go before unless he likes. The official re- 
feree thus does not take the position of a minor judicial 
officer effectually. If a party is to be obliged to have 
a referee and pay for him, he naturally would rather 
choose his own referee than pay fees to the State for the 
services of the official referee. It does not seem to us 
‘that the official referee can ever take his proper status 
as long as he is only an alternative for the special referee 
to be selected by the parties. And, on the other hand, 
unless an official could be created of considerable status, 
and for whose competency there was something like a 
guarantee arising from that status, it would be a great 
hardship that parties should be subject to a compulsory 
reference to an official referee without alternative, and 
judges would feel great reluctance in acting on the 
power of compulsory reference. The question is one of 
considerable difficulty. It seems anomalous that a large 
mumber of cases should ly be denied access to 
public tribunals—for this is what the system of 
referring to private individuals substantially comes to. 
‘To pay official referees if no one will go before them 
ecoms absurd. We doubt whether it will not prove im- 
possible to establish a system of official referees, unless it 
be made co to go before them. If #0, how is it 
to be secured that they shall be of such a status as that 
this can be safely done ? 
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Recent PMertstons. 


LIABILITY OF TRUSTEES FOR RETAINING 
HAZARDOUS SECURITIES. 
(In re Norrington. Brindley v. Partridge, C.A., 28 
W. R. 711.) 


A curious notion has long prevailed, and was seriously 
urged upon the court in Wilkins v. Hogg (3 Giff. 116), 


that, whatever may'be the language of the instrument 


creating the trust, the trustee will be liable for any act 
or omission which a prudent man would not have done 
or omitted. In other words, according to this view, the 
creator of a trust is powerless to define or limit the 
liability of his trustees. In Sculthorpe v. Tipper (20 W. 
R. 276, L. R. 13 Eq. 232) Vice-Chancellor Malins lent 
some sanction to this notion. He held the trustees of a 
will liable for the consequences of their omission, during 
two and a quarter'fyears, to sell shares in an unlimited 
company which the testator directed them to'sell ‘‘immce 
diately after my decease, or as soon thereafter as my 
trustees may see fit to doso,”” notwithstanding that, as 
the Vice-Chancellor ‘‘ believed, the trustees had acted 
throughout as they thought best for the testator’s estate, 
and with every intention to benefit it, as’far as in their 
judgment was possible.” Now, as the trustees would 
have hada year within which to sell the shares if the 
testator had only directed them to sell immediately after 
his death, it is difficult to see what operation was given 
to the words ‘‘or as soon thereafter,’ &c. They were 
in effect struck out of the will. In In re Norrington 
a testator left his real and the residue of his personal 
estate to trustees on trust, “if they shall think proper, to 
sellthesame,” &c. The estateincluded sharesin an unlimi- 
ted banking company and Egyptian bonds. The trustees 
did not sell the bonds till six years after the testator's 
death, when they had fallen considerably in value, and 
they held the bank shares until the company went into 
liquidation, and a heavy liability accrued in respect of 
them. Vice-Chancellor Bacon held that the trustees had 
an absolute discretion under the will to postpone the sale 
of the securities, and as that discretion had been exer- 
cised “ honestly and intelligently,’ they were not liable 
for'the results ; and this decision was affirmed by the 
Court.of Appeal. The points to be noticed are, first, 
that the retention by the trustees of foreign stock of a 
notoriously fluctuating description, and shares in an un- 
limited bank, was not considered incompatible with an 
** honest and intelligent ” exercise of the discretion given 
them by the will; and next, that Lord Justice Baggallay 
distinguished Sculthorpe v. Tipper, on the ground that 
the words used by the testator in that case showed that 
he contemplated a sale within the ordinary period; and 
the other judges laid stress on the fact that in the case 
before them the discretion was unfettered. For the 
future, it would seem, a distinction must be drawn in 
these cases. between a fettered and an unfettered dis- 
cretion. 





In Grocers’ Bank v. Murphy, in the New York city 
Common Pleas, says the Albany Law Journal, Judge Van 
Hoesen has held that a seat in the 8 Exchange is not 


by proper process, This is the view of every 
hase had occasion to express an opinion on 


It by no means follows, however, that the seat itself be 


: 
F 


by sheriff or taken of by the 

may well be doubted if a seat in the Exchange be 

i Justice Miller, of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, in the case of Hydev. Wood (4 Otto, 523), 
said that he thought it was property; but the Supreme Court 
of Pennsylvania, in two carefully considered decisions, 
which the decision of Mr. Justice Miller was thoroughly 
reviewed, came to the opposite conclusion.” 
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Rebtews. 


CHANCERY PRACTICE. 


‘luynes’ Coanosry Practice. By Joun F. Haynzs, LL.D. 
Stevens & Sons. 


Notwithstanding the number and variety of books of 
tice. published within the last five years, Dr. Haynes 
‘has found a missing link between the old books of prac- 
tice and the Judicature Acts and Rules of Court. He 
has condensed the whole practice of the Chancery Divi- 
gion in its most recent form into a single volume of 
moderate size. There are few text-books, 
relating to practice, which do not, more or less, proceed 
upon the assumption that the head-notes of reported 
gases are to be taken as accurate statements of the 
results of the various decisions cited, and the book under 
notice does not differ in this respect from its predecessors 
in pari materia. It is fair, however, to bear in mind 
that if the author of a book of practice -were to attempt 
to give extracts from the judgments, or to retail the 
dicda which occur in the numerous reported cases, his 
book would attain inconvenient dimensions, Dr. Haynes 
reproduces such points of the old practice as are left un- 
touched, giving for them references to Daniell’s 
Chancery Practice and Forms, the Consolidated Orders, 
&c., and he adds concise statements as to the new pro- 
«edure, with references to the rules and reported cases, 
and thus provides the chancery practitioner with a 
handbook which, if the subsequently published rules of 
April, 1880, are taken as addenda, is complete to the 
present time. Certain special matters, such as the 
Registration of Trade-Marks, are treated in a somewhat 


meagre way, and the procedure in the particular instance | 


«ited, known only to a small number of practitioners, is 
not stated with perfect accuracy. Upon the practice in 
chambers, and the important question of costs, however, 
the information given is very satisfactory. 


BEER DEALERS’ RETAIL LIOENOES. 


: 
Tae Beer Dzatens’ Reram, Licences Act, 1880, wirn only to the establishment of scholarships and student- 


Expianatory Nores. By Gerorce Craispe Wuirerey, 
Barrister-at-Law. Knight & Co. 


“The whole of the Licensing Statutes constitutes a 
labyrinth of chaotic legislation.—Cockburn, O.J. “It 
is difficult to find anything clear in the Licensing Acts.” 
-—Blackburn, J. Such are the mottoes which Mr, Whiteley 
prefixes to his little brochure, which, in an “‘ introduc- 
tion” of thirty-two pages, explains the Act of three sec- 
tions which passed at the close of last session [see the 
Act noticed by us, ante, p. 436], and gives a “ general 
explanation of the existing law with regard to the sale of 
different kinds of intoxicating liquors for consumption 
of the premises where sold.” This introduction is clearly 
and intelligently written, and no less than thirty-two 
cases are abstracted, amongst them those important ones 
to conveyancers, of which perhaps Jones v. Bone (18 W. 
R, 489, L, R. 9 Eg. 674) is. the best known, which bear 
pon the construction of the familiar covenant in leases 
‘not to use the as a beer-shop, &c. When we 
ome to the “notes” upon the Act itself, we regret to 
‘find that upon the only legal question which appears to 
arise out of it, taken by ifself—we mean the question 
whether'the Act applies to renewals or not-—Mr. Whiteley 
after stating the arguments on either side with a certain 


looseness, gives no ion one way or the 
other, but contents himself oh gore deal that “the 





General Currespanvence. 


THE LEASES BILL, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 


Sir,— With reference to the correspondence which is 
going on in your columns as to the Leases Bill, I should 
like to call the attention of those interested to the 
following fact, as showing the reason why it is important 
that some measure of relief on the subject should 
be passed as early as possible. An action has been 
commenced by a freeholder of certain property near 
London against seventy-eight defendants to recover 
fifty-nine different houses and certain plots of land 
originally leased by two leases upwards of sixty years 
ago, but now held under numerous underleases, on the 
ground that some of the houses are not in such a state 
of repair as is required by the original leases. 

Now, Sir, I assume in this letter that the freeholder’s 
allegation is correct, in which case the plaintiff is entitled 
to recover, but I cannot see the justice of the principle 
by which he is at liberty to confiscate the property of 
those sub-lessees whose houses are in proper condition 
(the rents of which amount altogether to many hundreds 
per annum), because it may turn out to be the fact that 
some one or more of their neighbours’ houses are not, in 
such a state of repair as a strict compliance with the 
terms of the original lease requires. 

It is, I submit, a flagrant injustice for those sub-lessees, 
against whom no complaint can be made, to be put in 
peril of losing their property, even if the plaintiff's allega- 
tion is true that some of the houses are out of repair. 

F. M, 





ARTICLED CLERKS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journat.] 


Sir,—Any one would suppose, from the remarks of 
your correspondent “HH,” that Mr. G. R. Dodd proposed 
to establish further examinations which would not meet 
with “ H.’s” approval. 

It seems to me that Mr. Dodd’s resolutions extend 


ships as better rewards to those who have taken the best 
places in the examinations already required. 

A gentleman who served his articles with me having 
not long since been a prizeman, I am in a position to 
speak on the subject, and I can say with confidence that 
he was not less efficient than others who were content 
with a simple ‘‘ pass,” and he had at least as goods 
practical knowledge of his profession as others. 

I trust your readers will not be led away by “ H.'s” 
arguments, but support Mr. Dodd’s proposal. 

55, New Broad-street, E.C., July 6. \W. Exex. 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.J 
Sir,—Referring to the observations of your 
dent ‘‘ H.,” I am sure that many of your readers not 
agree with him. Your correspondent’s remarks appear 
to me mostly to apply to examinations _oomey and not 
to the rewards to follow them. I would remind him that 
the examination for honours is nowan accomplished fact, 
and the proposal of Mr. G. R. Dodd, as I understand it, 
more particularly but not exclusively, refers to the final 
examinations, or rather to the honours examinations 
which would follow them. The studentships and scholar- 
ships are intended to be more substantial rewards than 
are at present given to the most successful candidates. 
Is “ H.” prepared to say that those who have taken the 
highest places in the final examinations, which now date 
back for several years, are not as good men of business, 
and have as sound a knowledge of men and things 
(which your ndent summarizes as j OF, 
in shott, that they have not as good practical ledge 
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as other members of the profession? Or would he con- 
tend that the members of the bar who have sueceeded 
in gaining studentships have less practical knowledge 
or have been less successful at the bar than others 
who are or were supposed to spend more time in 
work at chambers? It certainly will not be necessary 
for a man to waste three-fourths of his time in 
“‘cramming,” as your correspondent puts it, in order 
to obtain the studentships or scholarships referred to. 
Of course there are many who wasted their time in 
various ways in the days that he refers to, as they also 
do now, but that is not a fair argument against Mr. 
Dodd’s proposal. 

I and others of your readers well know that Mr. 
Dodd has for several years advocated (and not alto- 
gether without some success) the raising of the general 
standard of the final and other examinations, and I 
trust (and in so saying I express the opinion of many) 
he will not relax his efforts. Certainly I shall give 
him my support at the general meeting, and I am 


cenvinced that others will do the same. 


July, 1880. 


VERITAS. 








*aw StuYents’ Sournal. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Frvat Examrmation—June, 1880, 


The following gentlemen passed the final examina- 


tion in June last :— 


Adkin, H. J. Collis, E. H. 
Aitchison, J. G. Cotterell, J. N. 
Akhurst, W. W. Cowl, W. H. 
Allan, J. B. Cracknall, H. F. 
Andrew, A. Crafter, F. G. 
Appleyard, W. R. Cross, Thos. 
Atkinson, Chas. Dauncey, Charles 
Awdry, Vere Davies, E. 
Bailey, B. Davison, CO. J. 
Baines, A. A., B.A. Day, Benj. 
Bannister, Fk, Dodd, Thos., junr. 
Barlow, A. Douglas, J. 
Barton, C. 8. Dransfield, G. R. 
Battiscombe, G. H. Dury, T. 8., B.A. 
Baxter, R. D. Eagleton, C. 
Bayley, J. M. Eccles, Wm. 
Bedell, H. P. Edmonds, J. T. 
Bedford, E. Elkin, B. A., LL.B. 
Beevers, C. A. Ellis, A. G. 
Belcher, Thos. Hy. Ellis, R. 8. 

Bell, J. M. Eaglefield, F. W. 
Benham, J. H. § Fisher, R. E. H. 
Betteley, E Flowerdew, F. 
Bickford, J., junr. Fox, J. E. 
Bidwell, Alfd.? Freeman, Jas. 
Birkett, R. P. Freeman, John. 
Bliss, Josh, Fuller, F., M.A, 
Bolton, G. A. Galloway, F. 
Booth, S. B., junr. Genn, J. H. 
Bott, W. H. Gover, E’ W. 
Brettingham, L. F. Grace, T. W. 
Broadfoot, B. McP. Green, H. W. 
Broughall, W. H. Green, W. A., junr. 
Bulman, J. C. Greenop, A. J. 
Burgin, Chas. Greenop, W. C., juny. 
Burne, W. O. H., B.A. Hains, J. G. 
Cann, F. W. M., B.A. Hall, W. D. 
Canwarden, W. Hardman, C. R. 
Carrick, W. L. Hardy, B. E. 
Carter, O. H. Harris, E. B. 
Caunter, W. A. Harrison, J. C. 
Chapman, H. P. Harvey, W. T. 
Cheadle, A. J. Haviland, Jno. 
Chesterman, W. T. Hayes, F. G. 
Claxton, G. T. Heath, Thos. 





Jewell, G. 
Johnstone, David 
Jones, M. H. 
Kemball, V. S., B.A. 
Kemp, T. 8. 
Kennette, A. 
Kent, F. J. 
Kidney, John. 
King, H. C. 
Knight, R. 
Knocker, V. E. 
Landon, H. P. 
Lawrence, H. E. 
Lawson, J. 8S. 
McKeever, John 
Male, Rd. 
Mallard, E. 
Manby, A. M. 
Martin, J. G. 
Maskell, W. 
Mason, Henry, junr. 
Meek, J. H. 
Millar, T. W. 
Mills, H. J. 
Moore, C. H. 
Moore, J. E. 
Mortlock, H., B.A. 
Moyle, F. B. 
Murray, G. MacG. 
Naylor, Fk. C. T. 
Newton, C. E. 
Nicholson, J. C. 
Norman, Fk. 
Olding, A. N. 
Orchard, F’. H. H. 
Orchard, J. A. 
Owen, David 

Park, Alfd. 
Parker, E. H. 
Peck, T. A. 
Pegler, C. L. A, E. 
Petgrave, C. Y. 
Philips, C. L. 
Priest, H. B. 
Prior, H. T., B.A. 
Ramsbotham, E. G. 


Reece, J. F., B.A. 
Rees, OC, H. 


The number of candidates examined was 287; of 
these 211 passed, and 76 were postponed. The 
result of the honours examination is not yet pub- 


lished. 


LAW STUDENTS DEBATING SOCIETY. 
The annual meeting of this society was held at the 
Chancery-lane, on the 6th inst,, Mr. A. M 
io iia. eek Geane te be Mehl ealituctory stat 
t an in a 8a! % 

mee’ te y ory ri 


Law Institution, 


and the ce Committee preserved a report 
ing suggestions as to using the funds at the 
of the . The committee presented their 


for which we t we have not space this week. The 
Palle pr tty ae elected officers of the society forthe 
forthcoming session :—Treasurer, Mr. C. E, ; 





Rigbey, James 
Robinson, Alfd. 
Robinson, Geo. 
Robinson, John ° 
Robson, Thos. 
Rodyk, A. B. 
Rolfe, Henry, jun. 
Rooke, M., B.A. 
Roose, Geo. 
Rose, G. D. F., B.A. 
Rose, James, B.A. 
Rowe, T. B. 

Ryland, 8. P. 

Sale, Rd., jun. 
Salter, W. J., B.A. 
Sewell, T. S. 5 

Shaw, H. 

Shaw, V. K., B.A. 
Shelton, Fras. 
Sherratt, F. W. W. 
Skardon, F. W. 
Smethurst, A. L. 
Smith, E. T. 
Smithies, T. P. 

Steel, CO. 

Steele, H., B.A. 
Stevenson, A. J. 
Stokes, David 

Stone, A. W. 
Stoneham, S. D. 
Sykes, A. E. 

Symer, J. J. 

Synge, F. J. 

Taylor, C. F. 

Taylor, H. B. 
Taylor, W. E. 

Tee, J. H. 
Thompson, H. B. 
Thompson, H. Knowles 
Thompson, S., B.A, 
Thwaites, Chas, 
Tinson, C. J. 

Todd, R. 

Turner, W. J. 
Upward, E. F., LL.B.. 
Walch, J. W. H. 
Ward, John 

Ward, W. W., B.A. 
Watson, R. G. 
Wenden, J. G. 
White, Jas., LL.B 
White, J. C. 
Wickham, E. E. 
Willans, C. W. 
Willis, A. 

Winter, H. E. 
Winter, H. 8S. 

Wise, Frank 
Wooler, E. 0. 
Wright, H. J. 





laid before. 
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tary, Mr. T. B. Napier ; committee, Messrs. G. H. Bower, 
EB. G. Spiers, G. J. K. Wright, and W. Bartlett ; 
auditors, Mr. A. M. Ellis and Mr. J. Van Sommer ; and the 
ioeing tlemen were elected to represent the society at 
the iy Gdeaee’ Aenean: Maan, Ca Eady, 
7. B. Napier, and G. H. Bower. Votes of thanks were 
ee nee members of the committee, namely, 
Ellis, Neale, Lloyd-Jones, and Hemsley. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS SOCIETY. 

A meeting of this society was held on the 7th inst., at 
Clement’s-inn Hall, Mr. D’A. B. Collyer in the chair. 
The subject for debate, “ That this society disapproves of 
the action of the majority of the House of Commons in re- 
fusing to allow Mr. Bradlaugh to take the oath or an 
affirmation of allegiance,” was opened by Mr. Owen. Messrs. 
Dowson, Renner, Maxwell, and Robinson supported, and 
Messrs. D'A. B. Collyer (who vacated the chair pro. tem.), 
Rundle-Levy, George, and Kains-Jackson opposed Mr. Owen, 
qho replied at a late hour, after which a division was taken, 
and the motion was carried by six votes. 





BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 

At a meeting of this society held on Tuesday, the 15th 
alt.,in the Law Library, Mr, Thomas Horton in the chair, a 
debate took place on the following moot point:— ‘‘A., the 
owner in fee, haviog made a mort to trastees 
of a building society of which he was a member, and a 
subsequent equitable charge in favour of B., mortgages the 

a third time to C. to secure £50. C. has no notice 
of B.’s mortgage, but gives notice of his own security to the 
society. A. now goes to 0.’s solicitors and informs them 
that he is desirous of paying off the mortgage to the society, 
which by fines, &c., amounts to £500. The solicitor obtains 
the £500 from C., pays off the building society, and takes up 
‘the deeds, the usual statutory receipt being indorsed on the 
mortgage. Several days later A. executes a mortgage in fee 
upon the property to secure this £500. 1. Can ©. claim 
priority for the £500 over B.’s security? 2. If 
#0, can he also claim priority for the £50 which he had 
wegen advanced ?”” — Prosser v. Rice (28 Beav. 74); 

v. Jackson (L. R. 8 Ch. 576). See also Marsh v. 
Lee (White and Tudor’s Eq. Cases, 5th ed. vol. 1, p. 659). 
The speakers in the affirmative were Messrs. Hooper, Robin- 
‘son, and Barber, and the negative was supported by Mr. 
C. J. Edwards. After a careful summing up by the chair- 
man, the question was put to the meeting and carried in the 
affirmative. A vote of thanks to the chairman concluded 
the meeting. 

At a meeting of this society held in the Birmingham Law 
Library, on the 29th ult., Mr. F. W. Lowe in the chair, a 
debate took place upon the following moot point :—‘‘ That 
in actions by tradesmen to recover for ‘ necessaries ’ supplied 
to infants, the jurisdiction of the judge, in the determina- 
tion of the questions whether the articles are or are not 
‘necessaries,’ should be enlarged”—Ryder v. Wombwell 
im R. 3 Eq. 99) ; Simpson on the Law of Infants, p. 84; 

LICITORS JOURNAL, vol. 9, part 1, p. 260. The speakers 
in the affirmative were Messrs. rs, Cochrane, and 
Barrows, and on the negative Messrs. O’Connor, Phillips, 
Davis, and Blore. After a careful summing up by the 
chairman, the question was put to the meeting and decided 
in the affirmative by a majority of four. A vote of thanks 
to the chairman concluded the meeting. 





A correspondent of the Albany Law Journal writes from 
‘Yokohama :—‘‘One of those curiosities of procedure which 
ecrop up at times in the most unheard-of way, came under 
my notice recently and interest you. I¢ is that of a 
‘divorce of husband and wife on The Bullion, one of. 
our American ships, in the course of her voyage from New 
York to Japan, pronounced by her worthy captain, arrayed 
for the time with the authority of the Chancellor. The record 
of the proceeding as entered by the captain upon the ‘log’ of 
the ship is as follows: ‘Feb. 6, at seven p.m., lat. 40° 30’ S., 
Jong. 158° $2’ E., Charles Brown, cook, and Harriet Brown, 
‘stewardess, separated as man wife, with their own free 
will and accord, dividing their clothes, and signed clear of 
each Other for ever as man and wife, each taking separate 





Cases of tite Weck. 


Witt—Consreucrion—Girr to Campren—Iurerti- 
MATE CHILD.—In a case of Megson v. Hindle, before the 
Court of Appeal on the Ist inst., the question arose 
whether, under a gift by a testator in favour of the child- 
ren of his daughter, an illegitimate child of the daughter 
could take. The testator bequeathed to the illegitimate 
child by name a sum of £500, describing him as his grand- 
son, and us the son of his daughter. And he devised and 
bequeathed certain real and personal estate to trustees, on 
trast for the “children” of his daughter. It was con- 
tended that, as the testator had described the illegitimate 
child as his grandson, and as the son of his daughter, he 
must be taken to have used the word “children” in the 
other gift with the intention of including him. Jess, 
M.R., was of opinion that the separate provision for the 
illegitimate child was an indication of the testator’s inten. 
tion that he was not to take under the gift to “ children,’ 
and that that word must be confined to legitimate child- 
ren. The Court of Appeal (James, Corron, and THEsiGzr, 
L.JJ.) affirmed this decision.—Soxicrrors, Johnson & 
Weatheralls ; Milne, Riddle, ¢ Mellor, 





TRADE-MARK — REGISTRATION — INFRINGEMENT — Eyt- 
DENCE—UsaGe or Trapvz.—In a case of Mitchell +. Henry, 
before the Court of Appeal on the 28th ult., an important 
question arose with regard to the evidence on which the 
court ought to act in determining whether there has been an 
infringement of a trade-mark. The plaintiffs had registered 
a trade-mark for worsted stuffs, It was advertised in the 
Trade-Marks’ Journal of the 13th of January, 1877, and 
was thus described :—“ A white selvage on side of the 
piece, having a red and white mottled thread inter- 
woven the full length of the selvage, between the edge of 
the piece and the edge of the selvage.” No represen- 
tation of the trade-mark was printed in the journal, as is 
usually the case, but the following note was added to the 
description :—“ A specimen of this mark is now on view at 
the Patent Office Museum, South Kensington.” The specimen 
deposited at the museum was an undyed specimen of the 
goods to which the plaintiffs applied the mark. The; 
were mohair goods, and were known in the market y 
the name of “ Brilliantine.” When sold they were dy 
black, but the deposited specimen was undyed. The woof 
of the whole piece, as undyed, was white mohair. The 
warp of the body of the piece was black mohair. The 
warp of the selvage was composed entirely of white cotton, 
with this exception, that between the inside and out- 
side edges of the selvage, and at a distance from the 
inside edge equal to about one-third of the whole width 
of the selvage, there ran the “red and white mottled 
thread ” — ~ ~ yee aps in tights journal. A eo 
appearance e undy fabric was light grey with a 
white border, a red and white line through the 
border, When hey Po — a (incl ae 
appeared to be ut the selvage was not of so a 
black as the rest of the piece. The red and white thread 
became when dyed of a very dingy hue, but was per- 
fectly distinguishable. The defendants manufactured 
of a similar description, using, however, in their selvage a 
mottled thread of three colours—red, yellow, and white—in- 
stead of two, and placing this thread song tho iauide edge of 
the selvage. When undyed, their goods were of a darker 
thanthose ofthe plaintiffs, and theselvage was rather grey 
white. When dyed black there was scarcely any difference be- 
tween the appearance of the plaintiffs’ and the defendants’ 
goods, except in the position of the mottled thread in the 
selvage, though the defendants’ selvage was of a somewhat 
lighter hue than the plaintiffs’. The plaintiffs alleged 
the defendants’ selvage was an imitation of theirs, and by 
their writ they claimed an injunction to restrain the de- 
fendants from infringing it. The plaintiffs moved for an 
rts injunction until the — of the action, and — 

. (vide ante, p. 522), refused the application, holding 
there had no in He said that the plaintiffs 
had registered a white sel as their trade-mark, while 
they were resect selvage, This was fatal 

i oreover, the defendants were usit 
black selvage, and that could not be an imitation of w 
the plaintiffa had registered, which was a white selvage. 
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There was also the difference between the defendants’ 
mottled thread and that of the plaintiffs’. Evidence 
had been adduced to prove that the selvages actually 
used by the plaintifie and the defendants, though 
nearly black in appearance, were known in the trade 
as white selvages. But his lordship refused to 
look at this evidence, and said that no amount of 
evidence would convince him that black was white. He 
accordingly dismissed the motion with costs. The Court 
of Appeal (Jamzs, Corton, and Tuesicnr, L.JJ.) were of 
opinion that this was not the proper mode of disposing of 
the case. They held that the plaintiffs ought to be allowed 
to show by the evidence of experts that the term “ white 
selvage,” as understood in the trade, would include the 
selvage actually used by the plaintiffs. But, there being 
a conflict of evidence on this point, and also on the question 
whether the defendants’ goods were calculated to deceive, 
their lordships were of opinion that the matter ought to be 
decided at the trial of the action and not upon an inter- 
locutory motion. They accordingly discharged the order 
of the Master of the Rolls, and ordered the motion to stand 
over to the tria), requiring the defendants to keep an ac- 
eount, and making the costs costa in the action.— 
Soxtcrrors, Paterson, Snow, d& Blocam; Wid J. Flower & 
Nusecy. 





Practicek—SprciatLy-1nporsEpD Writ—Finat Jvpe- 
MENT—LEAVE To DzFEND—QUESTION 10 BE TRIED— 
Discretion oF JuDGe or First Instance—APrear— 
Onper 14.—In a case of Herring v. The Erie Railway 
Company, before the Court of Appeal on the 23rd ult., an 
appeal was brought from the refusal of Jessel, M.R., to allow 
the plaintiff to enter immediate final i ent upon a 
specially-indorsed writ under order 14, His lordship was of 
opinion that there was a serious question to be tried, an 
that the action must go on to trial in the ordin bs 
The Court of Appeal (James, Corron, aud THEsrcrr, L.JJ.) 
declined to alter this decision. They said that, though the 
opinion of the judge of first instance was not absolutely con- 
clusive, yet, when he had expressed an opinion that there 
was a serious question to be tried, the Court of Appeal ought 
not to reverse his decision except upon very strong grounds. 
They should be able to see very clearly that the defendant 
was merely trying to gain time. Their lordships were not 
satisfied that the decision in the present case was wrong, 
and therefore they dismissed the appeal, and ordered that 
the respondents should have their costs of it in any event.— 
Soricitons, Taylor & Hales; Ashurst, Morris, § Co. 





Trape- MArx—SimiLanity—InFRINGEMENT—INSUNCTION 
* —Fravup—Costs—In a case of Goodwin vy. Venning, before 
the Master of the Rolls on the 2nd inst., the plaintiffs were 
the registered owners of a trade-mark in respect of tobacco, 
and consisting of a judge’s head, with the words above *‘ Old 
Judge sun-cured Virginia smoking tobacco,” and the name 
of the plaintiffs underneath. The defendants had recently 
registered a trade-mark consisting of the full figure of a judge 
dancing with a vies in his mouth, and an interwoven scroll 
with the words “‘ Young Judge tobacco and cigarettes,” and 
the name of the defendants. The plaintiffs moved for an in- 
junction to restrain the infringement of their mark, and they 
adduced evidence showing that their tobacco was well 
known in the market as “ Old Judge,” or “‘ Judge”’ tobacco, 
but there wes no evidence that any person had been actually 
deceived by the defendants’ labels. Some of the witnesses 
deposed that if they heard the word “Judge” applied to 
tobacco +7 Sapeeery consider it meant the plaintiffs’ tobacco, 
JessEL, M.R., was of opinion on a comparison of the’ two 
marks, that thedefendants’ mark did not so closely resemble 
that of the plaintiffs’ as to be calculated to deceive. As tothe 
other ground on which the motion was based, that the 
defendants had taken their mark with the view of passing off 
their goods as those of the plaintiffs, he said he did not think 
the evidence was sufficient to entitle him to interfere on the 
interlocutory application, There was no evidence that any 
person had been actually deceived, and therefore he should 
no order on the motion, and the coste would be coste 
in the action. He added that, although he did not interfere 
at it, he could not approve of the mark the defendants 
taken, and they had evidently gone as near to the plain- 
tiffs’ as could without infringing the law. It was, 
in his opinion, the duty of traders in taking a new mark to 








use such a distinctive device as could mot possibly deodive, 
Soxicrrors, Allen ¢ Greenop; W. & A. Ranken Ted. 


Arricizp COnerk = Leave To carry ON Bousress. 
puRING ArTicLes—So.icrrors Acts-—~- PracticeE—Mone. 


certain business. Jrssrr, M.R., said that the 

was irregular, that the proper practice in such a case was | 
to issue & summons and serve the Clerk of the Petty Bag 
with a statement of the facts. If the application 
regular the statement was forwarded by the clerk of the 
Petty Bag to the Incorporated Law Society, and they 
made a report to him (the Master of the Rolls). If the 
Law Society did not assent to the application, them they 
would appear by counsel before him and oppose. . In the- 
present case there had evidently been some mistake, aud 
the matter must go to the Clerk of the Petty Bag im the 
usual way.—Soiciror, Banyard. 


ComPpany—WInvDING-vuP PstiTioN—TiaLe oF Psrrriox 
—Companixs Acts, 1862, 1880.—Ina case of Re Frith 
House Paper Mills Company (Limited), before the Master 
of the Rolls on the 2nd inst., it was stated that the registrar 
refused to draw up an order on a winding-up petition 
on the ground that the petition was entitled,“ In the 
matter of the Companies Acts, 1862—1880,” instead of 
“ Tn the matter of the Companies Acts, 1862 and 1867,” ac. 
cording to No. 1 of the Genezal Orders under the Com- 
panies Act, 1867. It was submitted that the petition wag 
entitled in the right way, under section 1 of the Com- 
panies Act, 1880, which allowed all the Acts to be cited 
as the Companies Acts, 1862—1880, and that it was not 
necessary that any matter arising especially on the Acts 
subsequent to 1867 need appear in the petition for the 
petition to be entitled in that way. Jusse., M.R,, said 
that, in his opinion, the registrar was right ia his 
objection, The only Winding-up Acts were the Acts of 
1862 and 1867, and in the heading of a winding-up petition 
it was not correct to refer to any other Acts. The objest | 
of section 1 of the Act of 1880 was to enable all the Com- 
panies Acts, where necessary, to be cited, shortly, as. the 
Companies Acts, 1862 to 1880. In the present case. he 
should not require the petition to be re-advertised, but 
would allow the applicant to amend the indorsement.— 
Soxicrrors, Hmmet § Son. 


ee 


Practice—Ex Parte Insunctrion—Action BY CoMPANE 
in Liquipation—UNDERTAKING IN DAMAGEs—LIQUIDATOR 
—InporseMENT oF Brizy By CocNseL.—In a case of — 
Westminster Association (Limited) v. Upward, before the 
Master of the Rolls on the 2nd inst., an ex parte in» 
junction had been obtained in the action, which was one by @ 
company in liquidation, to restrain the defendant from deal. 
ing with certain shares mentioned in the writ, but by some: 
mistake the order had been drawn up so as to include all, 
instead of part only, of the shares therein mentioned, and as to 
which it was desired the injunction should extend. It 
appeared that the undertaking in pr had been given 
by the plaintiff company instead of the official liquidator. Aa 
application was now made for an adjournment to answer 
defendant’s affidavits, and counsel for the plaintiffs offered to- 
limit the injunction, as be had intended it, by the indorse- 
ment on his brief, and. also to give the undertaking of the 
liquidator, The fact had been mentioned to the court. that 
the plaintiffs were_a company in liquidation, as leave to 
institute the action had at the same time been asked. — 
M.R., said that there bad been some mistake on the part of — 
the plaintiffs’ solicitor in not limiting the order as oe 
and that as to the undertaking that was inserted in : 


5 









BStas SPE Sere t SyUeSR Se TEST HS PAE Te ede oC rast 


ga&see2ecsudsec Se 


SPRpsecaspsaP®esrpeia severed ewes 






AM 


PER SEs eS eae 


ERs 


5 





eked esetke, ieee 


VEceR RP aeEGESER ER RA EERE ES 


BPSRR ES she heF 


July 10, 1880, 


SOLICITORS JOURNAL. 





|: 





Sa 


order and allow the liquidator to give the undertaking as. 
te edad cme shares, and that would date back. 
to the original order.—Soxicrrors, Gedge § Co. ; John Holmes. 


Donato’ MORTIs cavUsa—Banxer’s Derostr Nott.—In 
acase of Austin v, Mead, before Fry, J., on the 21st ult., 
the question arose whether # testator had made a valid 
donatio mortis causd to his wife of of a sum for which 
he held a banker’s deposit note. note was for the sum 
of £2,700, and the could be withdrawn only on 
giving seven days’ notice to the bankers. Two days before 
the teatator’s death he told a friend, in the presence of his 


wife, that he wished to give her £500, part of the £2,700, | 


At his request the friend filled up a notice to withdraw the 
money, and the testator signed it and sent it to the bank 
by the friend. This was on the 23rdof May. The deposit 
note had on the back of it an ordizary form of a s 
cheque. The friend at the testator’s request filled up this 
form with the sum of £500, and the testator signed it, 
The ne directed payment of the £500 to himself or 
bearer. He died on the 25th of May. He gave no direc- 
tions as to the disposal of the balance of the £2,700. The 
practice of the bankers was, when a customer withdrew a 
part of a deposit, to give him a new note for the balance. 
Fry, J., held that there had. not been a valid donatio mortis 
causd. He said that a gift of a deposit note with a view to 
give the whole sum secured by it had been held to bea 
good donatio mortis causé, bat a gift of a cheque not 
—— during the testator’s life had been held 
to be not a good donatio mortis causd. He thought that the 
t case was us to the latter class of decisions. 
effect of the notice to withdraw was to set the £2,700 
free on the 80th of May, and upon that fund the testator 
drew a cheque which was not payable until that day. His 
lordship thought that, looking at all the circumstances, and 
at the practice of the bank as to giving # new deposit note 
for the balance not withdrawn, the di of the note was 
not made by tke testator with the intention of giving either 
it or the money secured by it, but his intention was to give 
the cheque for £500, and, as that did not become payable 
nntil after hig death, it was, according to the authorities, not 
a good donatio mortis causé,—Soxicrror, T. Noton. 
Donatio Mortis Cavsa—Brit or Excuance.—In a case 
; before Fry, J., on the 29th ult., the 
question arose whether there had been a valid donatio mortis 
causd of some bills of exchange. Shortly before his death the 
testator in this action handed the bills of exchange (which 
were payable to himself or order) to a friend, asking him to 
present the bills when they became due, and to receive 
themoney from the acceptors, and hand it to his (the tes- 
tator’s) wife. The testator did not indorse the bills. 
died before they became due. There being a conflict in the 
authorities on the point, Fay, J., reserved his judgment, 
and, after considering them, he said that he was 
to follow the case of Veal v. Veal (27 Beav. 303), and to 
hold that there had been avalid donatio mortis causa to the 
wife.—Sortcrror, 7. Noton. 


& 





AGREEMENT CONTRARY TO Pustic Powicx—-STIFLING A 
Prosecution For Fetony—Derosir or Desps—DxcLaRa- 
Tion OF TrT~e.—In a case of Whitmore v. Farley, 
Fry, J., on the 2nd inet., the action was brought to enforce 
& charge on the separate property of a married woman 
which she had agreed to give to the plaintiff. On the 
evidence his lordship came to the conclusion that the 
agreement had been entered into in consideration of the 
plaintiff's withdrawing a charge which she had made 

& magistrate against the husband of the married 
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Pecan was entitled to them, 
argament that the court would not assixt either 
agreement which was contrary to public 
‘tors, F. Bradley ; Remnant, Penley, ¢ 
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| was to give one-half of the property 
| interest of the plaintiff) to the next of 
husband. One of the next of kin 
}six im number) and the — trastees 
|were made defendants. The defendant 
| objected, by his statement of defence, that 
of kin ought to have been made parties: 
|been made authorizing the defendant to 
}action on behalf of the other next of kin, 
at first expressed some doubt whether the court could, 
absence of the other next of kin, pronounce a jadgment 
would bind them, and whether the court would treat 
a Class as representing the class, except in a case 

class was so numerous that it would be practically impossible: 
to make them all parties. But ultimately he 

conclusion that he ought to allow the trial to 
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actual state of the record. He said that he was sent 

witness causes for Mr. Jastice Fry, and it was very un- 
fortunate that in almost the first case tried before him there 
should have arisen a somewhat nice question of practice 
which be did not feel competent to without the 
greatest misgiving. But he must do the best he could to 
construe the provisions of the Judi Roles, and the 
Chancery Amendment Act. And he he ought not 


to réfuse to go on with the trial, and that he 
adopt the course which had been suggested by 
counsel, and assented to by the counsel for the 

to give judgment, and then, if necessary, to 
drawing up of the judgment until notice should 
served on the other next of kin, so as to give 


gE 
i 


F 
rf 








opportunity of coming in and opposing the judgment if they 
should think fit to do so. There was no suggestion thatthere 
was any difference between the interests of the next of kin, 
or that the matter would not be as well contested by the one 
who was before the court as by any of the others, trial 
of the action was accordingly proceeded with.—Soxicrrors, 
Lliffe, Russell, & Co. ; R. S. Taylor & Son ; Pawie & Fearon. 

The Board of Trade have issued a circular atten- 
tion toa Bill which has been brought in by Mr. Whitwell, 
Mr. Norwood, Mr. Mackintosh, and Mr. Lewis Fry, and 
which is entitled “ Partnership (No. 2) Bill, a to 
consolidate and amend the Law of Partnership.” Mr. 
Farrer, the assistant » in the letter, remarks that 


the Bill, besides codifying the existing law, 
faudamental changes into it. ‘1. It legalizes, under the 
name of limited partnerships, the form of association 
known as commandite, in which certain partners conduct 
the business and are liable to an unlimited 
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INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The following are extracts from the annual report of the 
council, intended to be submitted to the general meeting of 
the members on the 16th inst. 

Remuneration of Solicitors.—Intimately connected with the 
amendment of real property law is the improvement of the 

of remuneration of solicitors in conveyancing and 

other non-contentious business. It is now many years since 
the council first considered the question of ting the 
remuneration of solicitors, in onrennens, business, by an 
ad valorem scale. In 1873 the council published a scale of 
commission on loans and sales, which is well known to the 
profession. This scale was considered to require revision in 
several respects, and it applied only to sales and loans. An 
improved system of remuneration for other non-contentious 
business remained to be devised. The council have at various 
times devoted much time and thought to the subject. At 
the date of the last annual report, a special committee of 
the council was engaged in framing a revised ad valorem 
scale. The committee, after frequent meetings, and after 
consultations with the committee of the Associated Provincial 
Law Socicties, framed a scale of ad valorem commission 
applicable to sales, purchases, loans, and leases, which, as to 
loans, adopted the scale of 1873, without alteration, but as 
to the other transactions, was lower than the scale of 1873. 
This new scale, after consideration by the council, was for- 
warded to the Provincial Law Societies for their consideration. 
Thirteen societies favoured the council with observations 
which were carefully considered. Finally, the scale was 
adopted by the council on the 16th of February, 1880, and 
forwarded to Lord Chancellor Cairns on the 21st of that 
mosth. The council further considered the means by which 
legal effect could best be given to the pro- 
posed change in the system of solicitors’ re- 
muneration. They were of opinion that the change 
ought to be effected by an Act of Parliament, which should 
lay down principles, and establish an authority to settle 
details. But they felt that it was of extreme importance to 
provide for the due constitution of the authority ; and also to 
find some means for securing that the authority, when con- 
stituted, should give to the opinions and wishes of the pro- 
fession their just weight. With these views, the council pre- 
pared a series of clauses for settling the details of the new 
system. On the 3rd of February, a deputation from the 
council waited upon Lord Chancellor Cairns on the subject of 
the scale, and submitted to him the clauses which they had 
drawn. His lordship expressed the opinion that an ad 
walorem scale should include all disbursements, as well as the 
charges of the solicitor, and told the deputation that it was 
his intention to propose an enactment, such as he afterwards 
introduced, under the title of the ‘‘ Solicitors’ Remuneration 
Bill.” The Solicitors’ Remuneration Bill of Lord Cairns 
was not in accordance with the clauses drawn by the council, 
and the council in no way assented to it, but they did not 
see reason to oppose it. They made several suggestions for 
its amendment, some of which were adopted. The Bill was 
brought into the House of Lords during the late Parliament 
by Lord Cairns, while Lord Chancellor, as a necessary sup- 
lement to his Land Bills, and has been re-introduced by 
im, with the same Bills, into the present Parliament. It is 
= a pass a law; but ere — 

ill probably form part of any new proposal for the gen 
amendment of real property law. 

The Bill, as originally framed, contained a proviso to the 
effect that, where, by general orders under the Act, remnera- 
tion for any business was allowed to be by a scale of per- 
centage, a solicitor should not be entitled under any agree- 
ment to recover, in respect of that business, any greater 
amount than that allowed by thescale. This proviso appeared 
to the council to be objectionable. There occur in business, 
not infrequently, exceptional cases, in which a scale 
of commission would be inadequate remuneration, 
as, for instance, where a piece of land of small 
value is essential to the enjoyment of a large estate, 
and great trouble and expense are necessary in order to clear 
thetitle, and obtain aconveyance, The council brought the 
subject before the Associated Provincial Law Societies, and, 
in conjunction with them, made such representations to 

Lord Chancellor Cairns as induced him to strike the proviso 
out of bis Bill, Before the introduction of this Bill, and as 





soon as the scale of January last had been submitted to Lord 
Chancellor the council referred the whole subject 
back to their committee, The committee assumed that some 
authority would be constituted by Parliament for 

a new system ; and, on this assumption, proceeded to con- 
sider what proposal it would be desirable for the society to 
make to such an authority. The result of their labours 
appears in their report to the council which is printed in the 
appendix. The subject is one of great importance 
and difficulty, and requires the serious consideration of the 
profession, 

Cali of Solicitors to the Bar.—The Bill p by the 
council for removing the restrictions on the of solicitors 
to the bar was, as mentioned in the last annual report, to 
the effect that a solicitor of five years’ standing, who has 
procured his name to be struck off the rolls with a view to 
being called to the bar, shall be entitled to be admitted as a 
student of any of the Inns of Court without examination, and 
shall immediately afterwards be entitled to enter for the bar 
final examination, and shall, on passing that examination, be 

ualified to be called to the bar. The council requested 
rd Selborne to take charge of the Bill in the House of 
Lords, His lordship, before answering, requested to be in- 
formed of the view taken by Lord Chancellor Cairns, and by 
the Inns of Court. In order to bring the question before 
Lord Cairns, the council prepared a statement which they 
laid before his lordship, together with a _ of the proposed 
Bill. This paper, after setting forth the facts of the case, and 
expressing the strong feeling of solicitors on the subject, pro- 
ceeded tostatethe arguments in favour ofthe desired change, as 
follows :—*‘In considering the changeadvocated by the council, 
it must be borne in mind that they are seeking no relaxation of 
the standard of learning required for a call to the bar. They 
have no desire to procure the admission of any unqualified 
person to the bar. They ask only that a solicitor, 
who has practised for five years, may be called to the bar, 
if he shows, in a public examination, that he is possessed 
of the wears & ualifications. That it is desirable 
that solicitors should not be excluded from the bar is 
shown by the numerous examples of men eminent on 
the bench, and at the bar, who have practised as solici- 
tors, and who, happily for themselves and for the public 
who benefited by their services, have had the means of 
living, during their three years of studentship, without in- 
come from their profession. The present regulation excludes 
those who are dependent for their support upon their pro- 
fession. The possession or the want of independent means 
isan accident which ought not to determine whether a 
man, fit to be a barrister, should be permitted to serve the 
public and the profession in that capacity. Considering the 
great and important functions which the bar has to per- 
form, and that it is the only avenue to the judicial bench, it 
is a matter, in which the public are deeply interested, that 
no fit persons should be arbitrarily excluded from it, and 
that it should comprise all those who are specially 
qualified for its arduous duties. To the solicitor, who 
feels conscious of talents and learning which would 
win for him the prizes of the profession, it ig 
clearly a hardship that he should be excluded 
because his means are not such as to enable him 
to live for three years without practising his profes- 
sion. The functions of @ solicitor are undoubtedly in 
many respects a useful preparation for the bar. Since the 
alterationsin pleading and practice, which have been effected 
by recent legislation, it has become difficalt for a barrister 
to learn the practical part of his profession io the cham- 
bers of counsel as heretofore. This is acquired by the 
solicitor in the ordinary transaction of his business. His 
possession of the requisite learning is secured by the bar 
examination. He will gain nothing, bat is likely to lose 
mush, by an enforced absence of three years from 
practical work.” A deputation from the council had an 
interview with Lord Chancellor Cairns on this subject on 
the 3rd of February. The Lord Chancellor appeared to be 
in favour of the proposed change. He said that what the 
solicitors required could be effected in two ways-—viz., 
either by simply removing the regulation of the Inns of 
Court, which imposed the disqualification, or by legislative 
enactment, as proposed by the council ; that he must be 
excused from expressing any opinion as to whether he 
preferred the mode pointed out by the Bill, and that, be- 
fore pledging the Government in any way, he shouid like 
to have an opportunity of communicating with the Inns 
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days afterwards Lord Chancellor 
council that he had sent their state- 

draft Bill to each of the Inns of Court, and that 
referred the matter to a t committee of the 
On the 8th of March Mr. G gave notice 


regory 
House of Commons that he would call the attention 
House to the bar regulation in question, and would 
move that, so far as it governs the case of solicitors of five 
’ standing, it is unnecessarily stringent, and ought to 
relaxed. Mr. Watkin Williams, Q.C., agreed to second 
the motion, but the dissolution of Parliament prevented 
Mr. Gregory from bringing it on. He has given notice of 


accession of the present Government to office, the presi- 
dent wrote, with the approval of the council, to Lord 
Ghancellor Selborne to inform him of what had been done 
in the matter, and to request him to ascertain what 
resolution the Iong of Court had arrived at. In reply, 
the Lord Chancellor informed the president that the Inns 
of Court had not yet come toa resolution, and that, until 
they did so, he must reserve the consideration of the sub- 
ject. Action in Parliament has been unfortunataly ren- 
dered impossible by the dissolution and the change of 
Government. But, notwithstanding this adverse influence, 
the council are satisfied that they have been able to 
advance this important question nearer to a favourable 
solution. 

Power of dispensing with Preliminary Examination.—The 
council added to their draft Bill for removing the restric- 
tions on the call of solicitors to the bar, a clause enacting 
that the power to exempt from preliminary examination 
should, in fature, be intrusted to the Incorporated Law 
Society, acting by their council, subject to an appeal to 
the Master of the Rolle. Lord Chancellor Cairns, at the 
interview with a deputation from the council on the 3rd 
of February, expressed approval of the proposed enactment. 
But for the dissolution of Parliament, and the change of 
Government, there is little doubt that it would have become 
law during the present year. The council will not relax 
in their efforts to attain this result. 

Stamp on Transfer of Mortgage.—lIn their report for 1878, 
the council referred to a case (Wale v. Commissioners of In- 
land Revenue, L. R. 4 Ex. D. 270) in which a mortgagor 
of whom repayment was required, borrowed a larger sum, out 
of which the lender, at the request of the mortgagor, paid 
of the original mortgage, taking, at the same time, a new 
mortgage for the larger sum. ‘The Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue claimed that the instrument was chargeable with 
the ad valorem duty on the whole amount. The council 
contended that, although there was no formal assignment of 

_the old debt, the deed was in substance a transfer of mort- 
$ge, within the meaning of the schedule to the Stamp Act, 
1670) and liable to duty as such, with a further duty on the 
fresh advance. The question was raised by way of appeal from 
the assessment of the commissioners, which was heard in the 
Exchequer Division before Chief Baron Kelly and Baron 
Pollock on June 26 and July 4, 1879, when judgment was 

given for the appellant. 

Applications for Grants of Probate and Letters of Adminis- 
tration.—In the last annual report the council adverted to 
the irregular practice of employing law stationers to transact 
non-contentious business in the Probate Division of the 
High Court, for and in the names of solicitors, on terms of 
remuneration or agency ; and it was stated that a letter had 
been addressed to the leading firms of law stationers point- 
ing out the illegality of the practice, and suggesting that it 
should be discontinued, or, if that was not acceded to, that the 
— should be raised in a simple form for judicial deci- 

“In 1 34 to this circular, several law stationers have ex- 
pressed their intention of abandoning the practice complained 
of; but certain leading firms persist in the practice, and de- 
cline to concur with the society in any application to the 
court for the purpose of testing its legality. The council 
have taken the opinion of Sir Hardinge Giffard, Mr. G. A. R. 
Fitzgerald, and Mr, R. T. Reid, which entirely confirms 
the view expressed by the council in their last aounval 
Teport that the law stationers who practise in the manner 
Complained of are liable to penalties under the Stamp Act, 
1870, and under the Solicitors Act, 1860, aud are further 
Guilty, under the last-mentioned Act, of a contempt of 
court, The council are now proceeding to put in force 
these provisions against certain leading firms of law 





stationers. The council desire to repeat the observation 
in their last annual report that the practice would cease 
if the profession, as a body, declined to countenance it. 

Office Copies of Wills.—It is the practice in the Probate, 
Divorce, and Admiralty Division to issue copies of doon- 
— from the registry which have not been examined, 
ané are therefore frequently inaccurate in important 
ticulars. Some of ian copies are marked as ‘+ olfios 
copies,” and they all purport on their face to have been 
extracted from the registry. The charge for the copy is 
sixpence per folio of ninety words. Where an examined 
copy is bespoken, an additional fee of threepence per folio 
of ninety words is charged. The practice of issuing from 
a registry of the court, papers, which profess to be copies, 
but which are not true copies, is objectionable in principle, 
and calculated to mislead, and it does, in fact, mislead, 
not only the public, but the profession. The great 
body of solicitors are not aware that the ‘office 
copies” ordinarily issued from the registry have not 
been examined. They rely upon them as true copies 
and frequently suffer inconvenience in consequence. The 
council made a representation to Sir James Hannen 
on the subject, and suggested that the practice of the 
Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division of the High Court 
with reference to office copies should be assimilated, in all 
respects, to that which prevails with regard to office copies 
in the Chancery Division. Sir James Hannen, however, did 
not feel able to adopt the suggestion. He explained that if 
the desired change were made the work of the registry 
would be greatly increased, and an addition to the number 
of clerks would be necessary, which he did not think 
that the Treasury would consent to. The subject was 
afterwards brought before Lord Chancellor Cairns, and the 
request was repeated that the practice of the Probate, 
Divorce, and Admiralty Division with respect to office 
copie, should be assimilated, in all respects, to that of the 
Chancery Division, The council have received no reply, 
beyond an acknowledgment, to this letter. The pro 
change would no doubt require an addition to the number of 
clerks in the registry, to which it is probably difficult to ob- 
tain the consent of the Treasury. 


ASSOCIATION FOR THE REFORM AND CODI- 

FICATION OF THE LAW OF NATIONS. 

The following is the programme of the Berne Conference 
of this ‘association to be held on the 24th to the 27th of 
August riext :— 

he conference will hold its sittings in the hall of the 
National Council, at the Federal Palace, Berne ; and the 
inaugural meeting will take place on Tuesday, the 24th of 
August, at twelve o'clock. Members attending the confer- 
ence are required to sign a list, setting forth their names 
and their addresses in Berne, and are requested to procure 
their tickets of membership immediately on arrival in 
Berne.. The preliminary proceedings will be reception of 
the members by the Bernese Committee ; opening of the 
conference by the president; annual report of the council ; 
communication of letters, &c., and reports by the secre- 
taries. 

The subjects proposed for discussion are :— 

1. Public International Law.—Consular jurisdiction in 
Oriental countries; domicil as regulating testamentary and 
matrimonial rights; territorial rights of aboriginal races _ 
on the status of foreigners in the law courts of the Ottoman? 
Empire; international protection of telegraphic cables 
under the high seas. ; 

2. International Commercial Law.—Bills of exchange; 
negotiable securities (shares, bonds, and coupons, nomina- 
tive orto bearer); bankruptcy; copyright; codification 
of commercial law. 

3. International Maritime Law.—General average; mari- 
time insurance ; law of affreightment. 

Miscellaneous papers on different subjects.. 





The London correspondent of the Manchester Guardian 
hears that the Russian Government has instracted Professor 
Martens, the well-known professor of international law, to 
draw up a report upon the international rules in force in 
regard to the law of blockade, with the intention of issuing 
on the receipt of the report a handbook of instructions for 
the guidance of the commanders of the Russian men-of-war 
in the Pacific. 
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Appointments, Ete. 


Mr. F. Buckiann, solicitor, of Kingston-on-Thames, has 
been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the 
Supreme Court of Judicature. 

Mr, Percy Witson Davip Crorrwe tt, solicitor (of the 
firm of Cruttwell, Daniel, & Cruttwell), of Frome, has 
been appointed Registrar of the Frome County Court 
(Circuit No. 52), in succession to Mr. Malim iter, 
deceased. Mr. Cruttwell is the son of Mr. Wilson Cle- 
ment Cruttwell, solicitor, clerk to the county magistrates 
at Frome. He was admitted a solicitor in 1870, and is 
in partnership with his father, with his brother, Mr. 
Walter Harry Wilson Crottwell, and with Mr. George 
Alfred Daniel, clerk to the Frome Highway Board. 


Mr. Cuartes DALRYMPLE, barrister, who has been elected 
M.P. for Butesbire in the Conservative interest, is the third 
son of Sir Charles Dalyrmple Fergusson, baronet. He was 
born in 1889, and assumed the name of Dalrymple by 
Royal licence, in conformity with the will of the late Lord 
Hailes. He was educated at Harrow and at Trinity Colle, 
Cambridge, where he graduated in the third class of t 6 
classical tripos in 1862. He was called to the bar at Lin- 
coln’s-inn in Michaelmas Tersn, 1865, and was formerly 
a member of the Northern Circuit. He represented Bute- 
shire from December, 1868, antil April last, when he was 
an unsuccessful candidate. 


Mr, Jenxin Jonzs, solicitor (of the firm of Leyson & 
Jones), of Swansea and Pontardawe, has been appointed 
a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court 
of Judicature, 


Mr. Epwarp Freperickx Kesey, solicitor, of Salisbory 
and West Lavington, has been appointed a Magistrate for 
the City of Salisbury. Mr. Kelsey is the son of Mr, Edward 
Edmund Peach Kelsey, solicitor. He was admitted a solici- 
tor in 1867, and is a member of the Salisbury — 
Council, steward of the manor of West Lavington, and 
solicitor and secretary to the Salisbury Gas Company. 

Mr. Atzert Epmunp LovcHBoroues, solicitor, of 23, 
Austinfriars, has been appointed a Commissioner to ad- 
minister Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 

Mr. Mzavows, solicitor, of Bond Court Chambers, Wal- 
brook, and of 10, Manor-road, Stoke Newington, has been 
appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the 
Supreme Court of Judicature, 

Mr. Sypyey CHarzes Scort, solicitor (of the firm of Scott 
& Barham), of 39, King-street, Cheapside, has been appointed 
a Commissioner in England for taking the Acknowledgments 
of Married Women in respect of Property in India, and for 
takiog Affidavits and Affirmations in suits and proceedings 
depending in the High Court of Judicature in Bengal. 

Mr. Hewry Joun Sura, solicitor (of the firm of Miller, 
Smith, & Bell), of 3, Salter’s Hall-court, Caanon-street, 
has been elected Vestry Clerk of the Parish of Lambeth, in 
succession to Mr. Thomas Roffey, resigned. Mr. Smith 
was admitted a solicitor in 1854, and has been for several 
years a member of the Lambeth Vestry. 





Companies. 


WINDING-.UP NOTICES. 
Jornt Stock ComPanNiEs. 
Locrep ry CHANCERY. 


CHEMICAL AND Jee Liquor Company, Liuttep.—Petition 
wetness ted June 29, directed to be heard before the 
MLR. on J July to. “paton and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields, agent for 
Johnson Birmingham, so! _n for the petitioner 
Finance oe Liwitzep.—V.C. Hall has, by an order dated 
Feb 10, appointed Alfred Audrey oe Walbrook, to be official 
Oxrorp aNp Boonen ag Lag ae Som Lrutrzp.—Petition for 
winding up Reema TT 3, cee be heard before the M.R. 
—— 0 The ape ort tony solicitor for the peti- 


Sypewnam Srozes, Liwitep.—By an order made by the M.R. dated 
cent it was ordered that theabove et = 4 


| Cuantus Denman snp Company, Loreen. 
the M.R. dated June 26, it was ordered that 
up of the above company be oatinuad hag dtl 
— ‘avell and Co, Halifax, solicitors for the peti. 


CocxsaEapD Lg Company, Limrrep.—Petition 
up presented June 29, directed heard before V.C. Hall on 

bn ai Carritt and Son, Fenchurch st, et for the peti. 
ioner 

w'Taly 1b 96 1] a6 bis cleaners on tke time aad pinta te ioe 

c as time 

ment of an official liquidator 

Great Eastern Gractanum Company, Lrurrsp.—The M.R. hag 
fixed July 15 at 12 as the time and place for the appointment of an 

official liquidator 

Lowpow anp County Suprry Assocration Liwrep (rormertr 

THE WAREHOUSEMEY AND OCiERxs’ Dingot Surriy Assocratioy, 

Liuitrep).—By an order made Malins dated June 26, it 

was ordered that the above association be wound uj a and 

Faulkner, Ironmonger lane, solicitors for the peti loners 

Patent Liguip Merattic Capsvunine, any wl GILDING, AND 

SitvERIne we eng Luuirep.—V.C. has fixed July 15 a 

11 at ———— as the time and place for the appointmentof an 

official 

sanowwese’ AND Marryers’ Insveance Company, Liwtrep.— 

By an order made by the M.R. dated June 26, it was ordered that 

the above company be wound up. De Fivas, Devonshire st, 

Portland pl, pool for the petitioner 

Utsrer Stzam Tramways, Limrrep.—Creditors are required on or 

before Aug 23, to send their names and addresses and the par 

ticulars of their debts or claims to George Chandler, Coleman st, 

Oct 29 at — is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the 


debts and 
[ Gazette, July 6.) 


Crevitors’ Claims. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTA TES iz CHANCERY, 
LAST DAY OF PRO 

Barker, Wit11am, Alsager, Cheshire. nee +f Barker v Barker, 
V.C. Hall. Mayer, Burslem : 

Cracetr, Horatio, Souey rd, St John’s bs pound Esq. July & 
Fordham v Clagett, M.R. Parkers, Bedford ro : 

Fatuam somes. Border, Cumberland, Yeoman, July 2%, 

Chambers v Fallam, V.C. Malins, Hough, Carlisle 

Green, Joserx Hzwny, Hadley, Ka. July 20. Freeman v Smith, 

M.R. Wilde and Co. College 

Hotiymay, WitL1M, Clevedon, Somerset, Butcher. July 24. Holly. 
man v Woodforde, MR. Bigg, Bristel 

Miuuer, Micuazy, Plush, Dorset, Esq. July 19. Cockeram ¥ 

then gg Ship mi ¥ x, 1 a July 21. Murgatroyd 
URGATROYD, Jonas, Shipley, Yor er. 
v Rhodes, M.R. Bradf i 


Rozerts, ) ‘Candi Suly 2 24. Roberts v Macrie, va 
— Old Bu rlington st, Licensed. Vi 
aun r i 


TURNER, Tomas 
July 17. McOscar v Docker, V Alsop, Great 


borou; 
FA og + a Gravesend, Som July 8. Donohoe v Wille, 
V.C. Bacon. Denny, Coleman 
[ Gazette, June 22] 


Arxrnson, EvizabeTu, anole ~ eg Westencranqn’. July & 
Hindson v Bird, V.C. Bell, jun, — 

BoarpMan, Purse, iteintord, Lancashire, armer. July 23. Boards 
man v Boardman, M.R. Davies, Wi : 

Hovrcuinson, Wain, Wetneshary, Stafford, Victualler. July 
22. Sheldon vy Andrews, M. 

Scorr, James, Silloth, Diatnoriend, Gent. July 20. Scott ¥ 
Stronach, M.R. Cartmell, Carlisle 





PnP nb Rams Esq. July 20, Gold Brennan, MB 
TRELE, THOMAS, gate, uly v : 
Mayhew, Great George st, Weokminater f 
SurHERLAND, James Cuspiston, ge sq, Ham 4 

July 24. Ricci v Sutherland, V.C. Malins. Johnson, . 


, Surrey. as 21. PB a v wad 


avistock st, Cov 
GPOeaette, June 25. 
Baxrper, Mary, Close House, Colne. July 22. Barber v W: 
Hodgson v Williamson. V.C. Bacon. Le Riche, Rood lane 
Barwss, Ananen, Eling, Southampton, Innkeeper. Aug 1, Lobb 
Withers, V.C. Hall. soem, Serjeants’ inn, Fleet 
Burwe.., ANN, July 19, Trown v ~~ Burnell, V.C, Hall, 


Sueumae Cuamae, Trevor sq, wpaclion, Ce. : 
Governors of Se tlesae’s Hotpital Benth, R. Cole, 


, Stran 
Gnanam, Ronzrt Futter, Newbury, Berks. July 22. Graham 
Robinson, Mitre ct var mgay : 
v Roe, V.C. Bacon. Rouse, Ipswic' ‘ ‘ 


Seusasen, Stone, Upper Thames , July 26. Rosenthall v Po 


litza, M. 
Srencer, Tuomas, Balsal, ho Farmer. July 26. George ¥ 
Hayes, M.R. Twist, Coven! G 





ae Mary, _ 
VA. Bacon. J 










v 


Portman sq 
Viwatn, Aztave Watrer, Grafton, ter, , Acton, Brewer's ste 
July 31. a v Barr, Y.C. Hall . ‘Starling, Serjeants’ 


vu 





os Os arora Badham, 
ters’ hall ct, Cannon et, solicitor for 
[Gacette, July 2.) 











Sopex, GzorGE ALFRED, ‘ernest Fe Regent’s Park, U: & 
July 20. Tricker Py Soden, V ” Making. Briant, Wi is 














THomson, Dowaxp, Sandel vii, U Norw Merchant. : 
30. Thomson v Somerville, V. co. ‘Malins. Sento — 
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CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 25. 
LAST DAY OF ose 

Apams, snenet, Remeceyt, 


AtsxyDEs, Ode 
Burton an 


Artist. Aug 17. 

Lancaster, Gent. July 20. 

Baxzr, They bt Jaregonl Ferry, Chester, Corn Merchant. 
Aug 2. Jones and Co, Liv 

olesale Grocer. Aug 2, Davies 


Brackmay, Hargett, Rolvenden, Kent. July 31. Hinds and Son, 
urst 
Bowman, THomas, Hungate, York, Coal Dealer. July 5. Cobb, 


¥ 

Byatt, Witt1am, Berwick-street, Pimlico, Gent. Aug3. Thomp- 
gon and Groome, Raymond-bldgs, Gray’s-inn 

Card, ber nas, Fran Sussex, Stonemason. July 31. Cripps and 

Dest Wasuntivsen, York, Assistant. July 31. Newton and 

posite, pee, Northumberland, Farmer. July 24. Middlemas, 
Aln’ 

Davey, Saran, Westhampnett, Sussex. Aug 1. Arnold and Cooper 
Chichester 

Frirt, Epwarp, Barking, Essex, Gent. July 31. Baddeley and Son, 
Leman st 


Foruersy, James, Leeds, Beerhouse Keeper. Aug 25. Eddison 
i, Eddison, Leeds 
, THomas, Kingston-upon-Hull, Gent. Aug 2. Bantoft and 


Won, Belby 
olen Hetzen Janz, Cologne, Germany, July 14. Fresh- 
fields and Williams, Bank bl 
KenrveaLe, Winntrrep Evtzasern, Manningtree, Essex. Sept 1. 
Middleton and Marshall, Colchester 
Wits0n, STEPHEN, Pangbourne, Berks, Surgeon. July 31. Hoffman, 
Reading 


Kyiant, Marcarzt, Crofton, Northumberland. July 25. Sidney 


and Son, Blyth 
Lirtiz, Grorex, Gateshead, Durham, Rate Collector, July 31. 
Kenmir, Gatesh 


Morsz, Any, St Anne’s Villas, Cheltenham. Aug 1. Winter- 
my A sea Mania, Barnes, 8 July 19. Morley and 

yong wea Maria urrey. y 19 rley 
Shirreff, P m bidgs, Old Broad st 

Percival, P macoey 5 Chanz, Seven Oaks, Chester, Farmer. Aug 1. 
Green and Dixon, Northwich 

Reexs, Ricwarp Txomas, Myalls rd, North Brixton, Gent. Aug 1. 
Ward, 


coln’s-inn-fie! 
Rowinsoy, Ayn, Hulme, Manchester. July 21. Diggles and Ogden, 
Manchester 


Russett, Jonny, Cleasby, York. Aug2. Dodds and Co, Stockton 
on-Tees 

Scorr, Cuartzs Ropert Puitimorg, Clayton, Sussex, Esq. 
July 24. Brown and Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 

Trrry, = York, Wholesale Confectioner. July 31. Newton 


and Co, Y ork 
Trery, Honmns, York, Wholesale Confectioner. July 31. Newton 


and ork 

Tiny, James Henry, Slough, ree. Corn Merchant. 
July 19. Holder, King st, Cheapside 

— Epwaxp, . berland, Brewer. July 31. Hough 

a Gores, Mirfield, York, Card Maker. July 14. Ibberson, 

8 

Wiu11ms, Esewezexr Bowzn, St Davids, Pembroke. Aug 20, 
Williams, St Davids 

Wiit1ams, Wini1aM, Manchester, Saddler. July 21, Garthwaite, 
Manchester 

Witt1ams, Writram Tomas, Wimbledon Common, Publican. 


July 28. Watney and Co, Clement's lane 
meares, CaRoLiInE Susay, , Devon. Aug 14. Marcy, 


dley 
[ Gazette, June 22.] 
Aprteton, Cowrox, ome Sole, Smithfield, Plumber. Aug 25. 
Irving, Wel Hington 
Aprizton, Cooma, a mim, nr Croydon, — Aug 1, 
and Co, Ch Gein Wile. July 
Batty, Exizasers, Calne, Wilts. July 10. Henly, Cal 


Roserr, Dulesgate, ter’, Lingnsed | Victualler. 
duly 10. Craven, T 
Phillips 


‘odmorden 

Barton, Rosa Mariipa, St Leonard’s-on-Sea, Aug 1. 
and Cheesman, Hastin, 

Brox, Micwazt, jienes x oe , Islington, Glass and China Dealer, Aug 
23. Solomon, Fins 

Burxe.ey, me Aired. villas, Croydon, Aug 31. Woods and 
Dempster, Hn J 

Brapazon, Rt Jouy GuoreGe, Earl of eee er grey aM * eager st 
Berkeley sq, Farrer and Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fiel 

Burret, ot ea “Wimbledon, iS} 4 cer ays rng Aug 10. 
Farrer and Co, Lineotn’s-inn-fields 

Cranks, pooh Tring, Hertford, Farmer. Aug 1. Vaisey, 

Coons, Ronrrt, Sneinton, Nottingham, Gent. July 31. Butling 
and Parr, Nottingham ss 

Coorzr, Witt1ax Sxv@e, Hilmorton Paddox, Warwick, Kaq. 
July 3, Harris, Rugby 

a eh Groby, Leicester, Farmer. Angl. Miles and 

Eopre, Wit mae, | Barton-upon-Humber, Esq. Aug 9. 

Barton-upon-H 

Fawsirr, Jerutua lam Old Kent rd, Gent. July 26. 

Beart H, aoe rd, 


onger-lane 
met and 24, 
Fox, Joszrx m4 aviay st, Bedford y com He Warehouseman. July 





Gass, Davip st, Goldsmiti. Ang 4: Lowless and 
Martin’s lat aR, adie ~ 
Gavrns, among Leeds, out of business. Och 1. Snowdan,. 
Git, Rosset, Bhosawal, East Indies, a retired Major in H.M.’s. 
Indian Army. Aug 9. ola chambers 
ag ae Jour, Chase, © Barrister-at-law. Jaly 31. 
Whi and Woolbert, Lincoln’: 
Coes, Seaee, eee Oxford st. Aug 4. Burgoynes and Cq,. 
‘0 
Harris, as Knowle, Somerset, Yeoman. Aug 2° Burges 
and Co, Bristol 
Moanesy, Curmsanre Exizazzrz, Burmantofts, Leeds. Atig 20. 
WhaPawmeeds, Weans Chepstow Bayswater. Sept 1. Coola, 
Wokingham . * 
Mosscror, Joszrn, Bedford, Lancaster, Letterpress Printer. 
July 17. Marsh and Son, Leigh 
Norra, Cuaruxs, Wragholme, Lincoln, Farmer. July 6. Bell, 
Nowett, Jaues, Barrowford Booth, Lancaster, Farmer. Sept 1. 
8 Norton, Worcester, Farmer. July 10. 
ng A W Lancaster, 5S: 22. 
RKIN, Mary Awy, 5 
Chapman and Co, Manchester pli 
sr a James DaumMMOND, Lancaster rd, Notting Hill, Gens. 
Aug 21. Robins and Peters, Guildhall hambers, st 
Scarzs, Susan, Oy wood a 
Surrnu, Eveawor Mary, A Soak eapeunl July ‘21. 
Gold and Son, Prem throw te A Chancery lane 
re a Joun, West Een Winkleigh, Devon, Yeoman, July 15% 
iS ma and Son, = Woodtoron h, WN 
saeaipeans AMUEL, ottingham, Cottager. 
Aug 2. Stenton and Cov is 
— Basong > New “Shoreham, Sussex, Aug3l. Woods 
Wimen , ay mee Cazotine, Taunton, Somerset. Aug 11. 
Sweet and Son, Taunton 
ae ee, Bale, Chester, Gent. July 31. Bunting and Co,. 


Woaxzs, Harcourt Lawrencs, Ganareu, Hereford. July 27. 
Curtler and Davis, Worcester 
[ Gazette, Tene 25.] 


“oe ALBERT, Mey nm Rowe gg Soap and Candle Mannfacturer. 
Brittan an 

Brapsury, Grores “eae Northfield, Worcester, Licensed 
Victualler. Aug 12. Jaques, Birmin; ingham 

Oat Mary Any, Reading, Berks. July 31. Beale and Mar- 

Covet, Samust Hewey. iaveteed, Wine and’ Spirit Merchant, 
July 31. Collins and Co, Live 

Crick, Hawwan, Hanover pl, sil rd. Augl. Postansend 

nae tla R Barham Court, Kent, Esq. Sept 
ERING, GEORGE CHARLES RoseErt, ‘or y 

Hi Winggoeat On © East Coker, Somerset, Esq, Ang 1 

LYAR, WitttaM Hawxer, to) e 

Batten, Yeovil : 

Hineiey, Ayy, Dudley, Worcester. July 7. Tinsley, Dudley 

Honson, Jouw Atexanpsr, Manchester, Merchant. Aug 24. Hinde 
and Co, Manchester 

Hurcurnson, Witt, Ambleside, Westmoreland, Letter Messen- 
ger. Jul 9. Moser and Sons, Kendall 

eg ome oe orn New Cross, t. Augl. Postans and Landon, 

8 

Kine, Joxw,! Primrose hill rd, Hampstead, Gent. July 31. Beale- 
and Martin, Reading ex 

wy Puri, Romford, Essex, Gent. Augi4. Turner and Co, 

Masts, A ls sonora Catherine st, Strand, Gent. July 28. Reader, 

Mowsuine, Dae Jossrxus, Liverpool, Gent. Sept 1. Yates and 

‘0, Liverpoo 
Pantin, Saran, Canterbury. Sept 1. Wightwick and Co, Canter- 
5 <—apang Chadwell Heath, Essex, Farmer. Aug 10. Badde- 
» Le’ 


Perey, Weta Henry, Kidderminster, Worcester, Licensed Vie- 
tualler. Aug 2. Talbot, Kidderminster 
July 23. Simpson and 


Royps, Exua, Wavertree, nr Liverpool. 
North, Diverpool 

Bypass, ee Jquy, Marylebone rd. July 31, Rudall, King st, 

eapside 

Beavers, Many, Goudhurst, Kent. July 12. Hinds and Son, Goud- 

TRENGROVE, JouN, (asp st, Paddington, Railway Storekeeper. 
Aug 31. Jenkins, P 

Warxrr, Joun Goapsy, rd, Commercial Traveller. Sept 1. 
Comins, Gt Portland st 

Wess, Ewa Sormia, Aston, Warwick. July 31. Williams, Bir- 

Wiss, Hannan, Whitehaven, Cumberland. Aug. Brockbankand. 
Co, Whitehaven 

(Gazette, June 29.] 





Leqislattan of the Meek. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
JULY 1.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 


Parvats Bitts.—Stafford Borough, Swansea Harbour, 
Wrexham Water, London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway. 
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BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Local Government Provisional Orders (Abingdon, &c.), 
Metropolitan Commons Supplemental. 


JULY 2.—BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Great Seal, Universities of Oxford and Cambridge 
(Limited Tenures), Universities and College Estates Act 
Amendment. 

JULY 5.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME, 
aTE Bit1s.—Exmouth and District Water, Ack- 
worth, Featherstone, Parston, and Sharlston Gas, Great 
Western and Monmouthshire Railway and Canal Com- 
pong Haddersfield Tramways and Improvement, Malton 
ae, Preston Improvement, Wandsworth and Patney Gas, 
Wigan Improvement, Yeadon and Guiseley Gas. 

Elementary Education, Local Gover: t Provisional 

Orders (Poor Law). 


BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
Paivatz Bri1t.—Stapenhill Bridge. 


JULY 6.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Private Bitt.—Lincoln Gas, 
Local Government Provisional Orders (Abergavenny, 
-&e.), Local Government Provisional Orders (Alnwick 
Union, &c.), Local Government Provisional Orders (Amers- 
ham Union, &c.), County Bridges, Isle of Man (Loans), 


BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Private Bitis.—Swansea Harbour, Wrexham Water, 
“London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


JULY 1—BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Private Britis.—Corris Railway, Devon and Cornwall 
Railway, Gateshead and District Tramways, Great West- 
ern Railway, Liverpool Tramways, London and North- 
Western Railway, Maidstone Gas, Manchester Carriage 
Company (Limited), Manchestar Suburban Tramways Com- 
pany, Metropolitan Railway, Midland Railway, Milford 
Docks, Preston Tramways, West Wickham and Hayes 
Railway. 
JULY 5.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME, 
Paivate Bitts.—British Gaslight Company (Limited) 
(Staffordshire Potteries), Liverpool and Birkenhead Sub- 
away, Pegwell Bay Reclamation and Sandwich Haven Im- 
provement, Woodside and South Croydon Railway. 


BILI.S IN COMMITTEE. 
Taxes Management, Statutes (Definition of Time) (both 


passed through Committee). 


BILLS READ A THIRD TIME, 

Private Bitts.—Banbury and Cheltenham Direct Rail- 
way, Blenheim Settled Estates, Dearne Valley Water, 
Great Yarmouth Water, Halesowen Railway, Haverford- 
west and St. David’s Railways, Hunt’s Patent, King’s 
Lyno Corporation, Leitrim Estates, North Metropolitan 
Tramways, North Staffordshize Railway, Nottingham Cor- 
poration, Oldham Improvement, Romford Canal, Skipton 
and Kettlewell Railway. 


JULY 7.—BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Patvare Brtu.—Wakefield Corporation Water. 
Taxes Management. 


BILLS READ A FIRST TIME. 

Bill to Incapacitate from Sitting in Parliament any 
Person who has, by Deliberate Public Speaking or by 
\Pablished Writing, systematically avowed his Disbelief in 
the Existence of a Supreme Being (Sir Eardley Wilmot). 

Bill to Continue certain Tarnpike Acts, and to Repeal 
certain other Turnpike Acts, and for other Purposes con- 
nected therewith (Mr. Hibbert). - 

Bill to continue for a Limited Period the Powers of the 
Arbitrator under the Epping Forest Act, 1878, and to Amend 
that Act (Mr. Arthur Peel). 








The dire ctors of the Plato Gold and Silver Mining Com- 
pany (Lim ited) invite applications for 125,000 shares of £1 
each. Th e company is formed to purchase certain mines in 
Alpine County, California, the vendors to receive £100,000 





Court Papers. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
Dee, Opa 9? MEER PERS V0. tana, 
renter, July saps Mr. Jackson Mr. Farrer 
ab eae owes 
Wednesda one ae Kee 
Thureday .... 15 Clowes 
Friday........ 16 Koe 
Saturday ....17 Clowes 


v.0.Bacor. V.0. Haun, Far. 


Monday, July 12Mr.Latham Mr. PembertonMr. Merivale 
Tuesday ...... 13 Leach Ward Ki 
Wednesday.... 14 Latham Pemberton 
Thursday .... 15 Leach Ward 


Friday.....se. 16 Latham Pemberton 
Saturda: seen 17 ~=— Leach Ward 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


July 12.—Messrs. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, Farmer, & Bripae- 
WATER, at the Mart, at 4 for 5 p.m., Freehold Lands (see 
advertisement, June 12, p. 12). 

July 13.—Mesers. DesENHAM, TeEwson, Farmer, & BripaE- 
WATER, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold Property (see adver- 
tisement, June 12, PP 9 and 12). 

July 14.—Meesrs. FaAREBROTHER, Exiis, CLARK, & Co., at 
the Mart, Freehold Properties (see advertisement, June 26, 


Pp. 6). 

July 14.—Messrs. Epwin Fox & BovusFIELD, at the Mart, 
at 2 p.m., Freehold Estates and Shares (see advertisements, 
June 26, p. 5). 

July rae. Harvey & Davips, at the Mart, at 2 pms 
Leasehold Properties (see advertisements, June 19, p. 14). 
July 16.— Messrs. Baker & Sons, at the Mart, at 2 p.m, 

Leasehold Properties (see advertisement, June 26, p. 5). 

July 16.—Mr. James Pousty, at the Mart, at 3 p-m., Free- 

a and Leasehold Properties (see advertisement, July 3, p. 














BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 


BIRTHS. 

Baron.—On July 6, the wife of Mr. J. R. Baron, of No. 5, Mel- 
rose-gardens, West Kensington-park, solicitor, of a son. 

CuHERRY.—On July 7, at 86, Gloucester-crescent, the wife of 
Arthur James Cherry, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 

GiIrFARD.—June 20, at 99, i , Portman sj, 
the wife of Sir Hardinge Giffard, Q.C., M.P., of a son. 

Gopparp.—June 24, at No. 9, Buckland-villas, Belsize-park, 
N.W., the wife of J. Leybourne Goddard, barrister-at-law, 
of a daughter. 

Lorp.—On July 2, at 7, Alexandra-road, South Hampstead, 
the wife of Henry William Lord, barrister-at-law, of 
daughter. } 


DEATHS. 
Macassey.—On May 9, at Adelaide Club, Adelaide, Aus' 
James Macassey (of Dunedin, N.Z.), barrister-at-law, 
38. 


SuaRrPE.—On July 2, at Pembroke Lodge, Kensington, Joseph 
Sharpe, LL.D., barrister-at-law, aged 53, 

WHuitriELp.—On June 4, at George-town, Demerara, Richard 
Hamilton Whitfield, barrister-at-law. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bantrupts. 
Fripay, July 2, 1880, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
mesley, W F  , Johnst, Adelphi. Pet June 29, Murray. 
July 16 at 12 


Averre, William, Poplar High st, Grocer. Pet June 29, Murray. 
July 16 at 12.30 
isher, Edward, Riversdale rd, Highbury Park, Wine Merchant. 
Pet June 30. Brougham. July 13 at 1 
Ibbett, George, and Joseph Conger, Pimlico Hoxton, Boot 
Manufacturers. Pet June 30. Brougham. — at 2 
Kaldor, Alfred, Arbour st West, Stepney, Clerk. Pet June 2% 
Tinowoth, 'H 14 at 12 
orth, 
June 30. Brougham, July 13 at 12 
To Surrender in the C 


Craig, William Ayre, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Draper. Pet June 2% : 


. Newcastle, July 13 at 11 





Stanhope, Stafford pl, Buckingham gate. Peb — 


, oe ee a ee a a a ee ee a eee Oe ee eer 
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Hatton, bom Bristol, Shipbroker. Pet June 28. Harley. 
Iota, Michal Endwie, Swanses, Ship broker. Pet June 26. 
Khowsley, Shiver rou, epi Outfitter. Pet June 29, Ed. 


monds. East Saat Bel “wg 15 at 12 
Smith, Pet June 26. Langley. Cardiff, 
July 19 at 12 


Teather, John St _— Brighton, Gent. Pet June 30. Jones. 

Brighton, July 21 at 
A ai July 6, 
Under the Beakraptey yer 1869. 
Creditors must forward their Pe wi gn of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surren London. 

Loe, eee Hers Lyndhurst rd, Peckiua Pet July 3. Hazlitt. 
July 

Steers, Robert, Camberwell rd. Pet July 2. Pepys. July 23 at 12 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Barling, Philip, Sittingbourne, Kent, Gent. Pet July 2. Furley. 
Canterbury, Aug 6 at 2 

Doyle, Michael Anthony, and Henry Coates Tickle, Brighton, 
Drapers. Pet June30, Jones. Brighton, July 21 at 11.30 

Harle, 5 Ea ieee. Commercial Traveller. Pet July 2. Cau- 
therley. Leeds, a 4 . ll 
orris, and ve ee Chester, Plumbers: Pet July 
2. Williams. Birkeuhead. 
ge, Alfred, Brighton, Butcher. Vet Tine 30. Jones. Brighton, 
July 21 at rH 

Rowbotham, see Dukinfield, Chester, Assistant Overseer of the 
Poor. Pet Jul Hall. Ashton-under- Lyne, July 19 at 11 

Rowlands, Willis: Swansea, Grocer. Pet July 3. Jones. Swan- 
sea, July 19 at 11 


Stabbins, Thomas R, Bath, Hay Dealer. Pet July 1. Smith, Bath, 
July 19 at 11 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, July 2, 1880. 
Johnson, Thomas, Birmingham. , Japanner. May 24 
Norman, William, Denman rd, Camberwell, Builder. 
Slattery, John Vincent, Finborough rd, Kensington, 
Tunspay, July 6,1 
Eaton, Henry Charles, Holborn Viaduct. _ 30 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripay, ~_ 2, 1880. 
Adams, George, Birmingham, Corn Merchant. July 15 at 12 at 
offices of Beale and Co, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
Allison, William Cumberland, Bournemouth, Hampshire, Hosier. 
July 6 at 3 at offices of Aird, ” Rastchea 
ork Butcher. July 13 at 3 


Astell, Charles, Leamington, Warwick, 
st, Leamin; 
Averillo, John John Cherian” ‘Queen Victoria st, ‘Tea Dealer. July 14 at 2 
at 


June 30 
June 23 


at Bath Hotel, Bath 
tors Association, Arthur st East. Ranger, Gt Tower st 
Barber, John Clarke, and Edward John Barber, Luton, 
Builders. July 15 at 2 at the Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, 
Basinghall st. Bassett, City road, Islington 
Baveas, Paul Caralambos, Wilton rd, Westminster, Hotel k 
rey 16 at 2 at — Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basing- 
hall st. 
Beacham, Henry, Broadwell, Gloucester, Farmer. July 22 at 2 at 
the Talbot Hotel, Stow-on-the-Wold. Francis, Stow-on-the-Wold 
Best, Joseph William, Queen’s terrace, West Kensington, Butcher. 
July 20 at 3 at offices of Fowler, Borough High st 
Blackah, James, Selly Oak, Worcester. Draper. July 10 at 10,30 at 
offices of Fallows, herry st, Birmingham 
Blackburn, Thomas, West Hartle owe a Market Gardener. 
July 17 at 3 at the lan Hotel, West Harti — 
uly 14 at 12 at offices 


July 14 at 11 at the 


, Henry, Cwtta, en, Farmer. 
of Johnson ‘and Stead, Church st, Llanelly 
Bradley, William, Silsden, York, Draper. 
Devonshire Hotel Keighley. Last and Betts, Bradford 
Carey, Edwin, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Butcher. July 12 at 4 at 
ces of Stone and § mpson, Church rd, Tunbridge Wells 
Carnell, i. Carlton,‘nr Nottingham, Joiner. July 15 at 11 at 
offices ik, Middle pavement, Nottingham 
ge on an Southampton, Coach Builder. July 12 at 3 at 
ces of Shute — st, Southampton 
Carter, Isaac Mills, and Henry Carter, High st, Poplar, Corn Dealers. 
July 12 at 4 at offices of Young and Sons, Mark lane 
Chaloner, Thomas Francis, Birkenhead, Chester, Straw Dealer. 
July 15 at 3 at offices of Thompson, Hamilton st, Birkenhead 
Checkley, Pacem wie » Worcester, Baker. July 20 at 11 at offices 
of Shakes: : st, Oldbury 
Chubb, Charles Pes dohn, Cl Clifton, Bristol, Civil Engineer. 
11 at offices of Murly and Co, Old Post-office ¢ 


bers, Co! 
Bristol 
Cohen, David, Birmingham, Clothier. ae 15 at 3 at offices of 
Dale and Yachel, Bennet’s hill, Birmin 
oe. an eee , Macclesfield, ld, Chester. yuk 16 16 at 3 at offices of May, 
ure! 


ns, ny eons Haberdasher, Boot Merchant, July 16 
ped Ae Protection Society, New st, Leicester. 


incks, Leicester 
ig, Thomas co gy Gateshead, Durham, Hosier. July 14 at 11 


eo 14 ey 


at Stfices of M on st West, Scenes ae 
pe, Henry, , Kent, Farmer, July 19 at 1 at offices of 
Few, Borough High 


, Thomas, Stanstead Abbots, Hertford, Chemist. . July 17 at 
an at 14, Southampton buildings, Holborn, Cooper, oh 


Davies, Pee, Shen, Teme, July 13 at 11 at offices of Mason, 
Daviews Richard, rd, Dudley, culos Bod Zroherer July 15 ab 12 at 


Offices of Warmi: 
Davis, Thomas W: st, Raicliff, Licensed Victualler. 
July ovat 10,30 a 40, Bronson | a commercial rd East, Stepney. 


Hicks, Victoria park rd So 








5 ams ny Bouth King Sanchewter Jaly 16 at 3 at. 
at the Lamb Inn, Dulverton =—* 
Daniel, Chester, Butcher, July 13 at 12 at offices of Churton, 


—, Chester 
eeeno Pa yon, Hi 


and Harris, tall Gor Geman, George a Mame 
Brokers. July 20 at 3 at offices 
sion House. ibbard and 
Ferenbach, Al 


bert, and Martin Howry, Bradford, York, July 12 at. 
the Inns of Comt Hotel, Holborn, ix’ lien of the place a iyi 


named 

Fowler, Hugh Nottingham, River st, house: 
Kooper. J ie, Jhiy onde neon Staniland, Harechasbons, tae 
Pp 


Frampton, Charles, Beccles, Suffolk, yong. bake aes Ae Fang 
at A offices of Dowsett, Hall Quay ‘ar- 
mout 

Frankland, Francis, Wilpshire, nr Blackburn. fn Pickle 
Manufacturer. Fi faly Black at offices of Hat Hutchinson. Victoria at, 


Blackburn. Needham, B 
Gaber, sone Paul, Little Wine Merchant. 


Ju aah iho Ines af Cant peels High Y ftolborn. Peacock 
Goddard, — ot Gray’s inn 


eo ham, Confectioner. July 15 at 2 at office 
Gelder, George, ‘Thomas Field sid Gelder, and Frederick William 


Gelder, Huddersfield, Woollen Cloth Manufacturers. July 12 at 13. 
at offices of eo ~~ Co, John William st, Huddersfield. ang 
cock an 

Gerrard, Edwin San oe Charles Joh: 
lington. July 12 at 3 ot offices of Miles, King ene as 

8t 

Glover, Henry, Paradise row, Bethnal Green, Boot Manufacturer. 
July 19 at 2 at offices of Top in, Cloak raty Cannon st 

Gray, Thomas William, ford, Merchant. Saly 14 at 11 
at offices of Broad, High Watfc 


ord 
sa ee tices of Waddell o Co, Mansion House peemecnbigy Soh 
at offices o: and Co, ion House 
Victoria st. Crook, Fenchurch st 
Hawes, Francis, James Hawes, and John Thomas Ha’ Australia 
avenue, Barbican, Box a July 12at4 at offices 7 of Wether- 
ham buildings, uildhall 


field, Gres! 

Heron, Benjamin, , out of business. July 14 at llat 
offices of Blewitt, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Hichens, Richard Smith, Redruth, Cornwall, Assay Master. July 15 
at 11 at offices of and Co, Redruth 

Holmes, James. Broughton-in-Furness, Blacksmith. ene taf 14 at 10 at 
Shaw’s King’s Head Hotel, Broughton-in-Furness. Dickenson, 

gw Haltwistle, Northumberland, J July 23 at 3: 

rs, Thomas, Halt’ le, Northum’ oiner. 
Ingham, John Buloodk, Blackbarn, Lanenster, Agent. vig S0@hi8 
ohn Bulcoc’ urn, caster, 

at offices of Backhouse, St John’s pl, Blackburn 

Ireland, James, Chard, Harness Maker. July 13 at 11 at offices of 

J Reed on Conk, Foal ot ‘esate Dorset, Smith, July 16 at 3 at 
ames, Geor, an ‘orum, 
offices of of Brennand Blandford 

Jennings, William Frederick, Birmingham, Provision Dealer. 
July 14 at 11 at offices of Beaton, C Church st, Binningham 

Johnson, John, Torquay, Devon, Watchmaker, July 14 at 11 at the 
Half Moon Hotel, Exeter. Lindop 

Jones, Thomas William, Granby st, Bethnal Green, Cabinet Makers. 
July 10 at 3at 40, Bishopsgate st Without 

King, Samuel, Seymour st, Euston Dealer in Tools, July 13 
= i at 40, Southampton buildings, jolborn. Cooper, Chancery 


Kibe, George Edmund, Eastcheap, Tea Dealer. aay 223 at 2 at office 
of Farlow and J: ackson. Benet pl, Gracechurch 

Lane, Thomas, New North rd, I oy rely July 21 at 12 at 
offices of Stopher and Rundle, Coleman st 

Little, Thomas, Baxendale st, Hackney rd, Boot and Shoe Mann-- 
— July 22 at 3 at offices of Podmore and Harte, 


itive, William, Lancaster, Rochdale, Licensed Victualler, July 21 
at 3 at offices of Worth, Lower Gates, Old Market place, 
McGeorge, John and Consitt Elliott, Manchester, Engineers. July 


20 at 3 at offices Boote and Ed , Booth st, Manchester 

Miles, Frederick, Angmering, ussex,*Butcher. a 19 at 3 at the 
Bridge Hotel, Arundel. Buckwell, Ship s st, B 

Millward, Thomas, Kinver, Stafford, Gi vibes 11 at offices 
Rogers and J Jordan, High st, Stourbridge ” 

Mitchell, John Hoffe, the yo , Dorset, Farmer, July 22 at 11 at 
offices of Johns and Traill, B dford 
— John, High rd, Titeohae Wheel ht. pig ante 

ogy ns’ Hall vern, Masons’ -avenue, 
Moxon, Henry, 


Oldham, Lancaster, Actor. eaptigrnee eo 
ress Arms Hotel, Yorkshire st, Gidham. Davies, Oldham 


eumann, Albert Adolph Otto Herrmann, City rd, Manufac- 
turer. July 15 at 3 at offices of Lane, Hall-court, 
Pegg 3 ok 

, Farmer. 


Higher ae 
aul 14a § aoc of Fon pj pray om and 
Parr, Dyas, B! thwark, Ironmonger,. 
at 3 at 11, Mansion ponerse nny Queen Victoria st. ie 
Prescott, James 


-lane 
Proprietor aty 10 ch 3.03 odices of addiochew and Weebd 
. July 19 at 2 at offices x Ne auhson 
CGE RE Ty July 14 at 11 at the 


Office, Winckle er, Preston. 
land-street, be Ryne Strout, Jewel Frame, Maker. 
July 9.0t 3 ob ofhoes of Orasber, 


at offices of J Temple Sree oe 
ces of Jaques, p 7, 

WwW ‘k, Commercial Traveller. 
ntuuae ied oer eee 
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July 15 at 2 





Picture Dealer. 
al Mich, Ghesetiten, 


Thomas, Sittin, e, Kent, Town cae July 13 at 

11 at offices of Gibson, High st, Si 
Robert, Selborne rd, Denmark hill, Financial Agent. July 
19 at ~s at offices of Tippetts and Co, Great St Thomas Apostle, 


Siiing Sohn Carolus, and Francis William Macan, Gracechurch st, 
East India Agents. July 21 at 2 atthe Cannon st Hotel, Cannon 
Linklater and Co, Walbrook 
, Thomas, Pyeworthy, Devon, Gentleman. July:22 at 4.80 at 
the Stanhope Arms Hotel, Holsworthy. Daw and Son 
John Charles, Blackheath, it, Bookseller. July 22 at 
3 at of Robinson and Leslie, Coleman st. Harcourt, Moor- 


gate st 
Sweaffer, Albert, Boughton-under-the-Blean, Kent, Grocer. July 14 
at 2.30 at the Bull and Royal Victoria Hotel, High st, Rochester. 
Johnson, Faversham 
lor, Thomas, York, Tobacconist. July 14 at 12 at offices of 
ang 8t Helen’s sq, York 
Tewkesbury rd, Stamford ait, Licensed Victualler. 
July 1% at 3 at offices of Tinkler, Regent st 
Caless, Banbury, Oxford, Cutler. July 14at3 at 
BE ag of Pain and Hawtin, Bridge st, Banbury 
Goose, Wychbold, Worcester, Wheelwright. July 15 at12 
“2 Potions Corbett, Avenue house, the Cross, Worcester 
‘Tompkins, Ebenezer, Mortimer st, Marylebone, Straw Plait 
ag July 13 at 3 at offices of Heathfield and Son, Lincoln’s 


Frederick, Westbury-on-Trym, Baker. July 13 at 12 at 
Se Phonan Terconte, Doron Wallon iais SF0r Tt oriee Od 
Yarcom’ von, Builder at 11 at the 
il Hotel, Taunton. Tweed 
‘Tushaw, James, Osborn ” ae oer ed Sawyer. —_ 15 at 3 at 
offices of Widdecom! tan chmbrs, 


Tutton, Frank, Bristol, Grocer. — - at 12 at oftioes of Collins, 
Broad st, Bristol. Rage oe Bristo 

Tighe. William, Sebastapool, Ee Boot and Shoe 

aker. July 13 at 13. 30 at offices of Dauncey, Albion chambers, 


Newport 
Walker, James, ata, F sag = Agent. July 14 at 2 at 
Offices of Slater, Heelis, and Co., rag Manchester 
Siker Joseph, Weston Hall, Ches Farmer. July 23 at 11 at 
fering, Chases i aoe sol, Civil Bngineer. Jul 
n ristol, Ci ngineer. y 
14 at 12 at offices Marly and Co, Old ‘Post-office chambers, 


st 
Wheatley, Herbert, Wymeswold, Leicester, Coal Merchant. July 
15 at 11 at offices of Stevenson, Weekday cross, Nottingham 
ler, Francis, — rd, Tobaeconist. July 23 at 3 at offices of 
meron Bedford 
Whelan, James, Great Wild st, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Coal atom. 
July 15 at 2 at offices of Keily, Molyneux chambers, 
, Henry, Nottingham, Bricklayer. July 16 at 12 at _ 
of Bright, Town Club chambers, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 
Wild, George, Chiddingfold, . July 12at3 at White 
___Lion Hotel, Guildford. Durbidge, Guildford 
Wolton, Samuel John, High st, Camden Town, Tobacconist. July 19 
at 2 at offices of Chapman and Co, Saint Swithin’s lane 
Francis Spooner, Great Saling, Essex, Farmer. July 22 
Wen = “Willian eae wom Derby, Cowk ul 
, William, 8 brook, Derby, eeper. July 19 at 3 at 
Offlnes of = aa and Stroud, Low pavement, Notting! 
Draper. July 15 at 3 at offices of 


apy poco 
liam, Leicester, Publican. Site 6:90 60h iin: as 
ket. Goode, annem 


TuEsD. ay, July 6, 1 
Glonoester, Collier. July 9 at 4-at the 


r 
8 


Lion Hotel, Cinderford. Jackson, Gloucester 
Barlow, Henry. Oldham, Toncasier, Pawnbroker. July 16 at 3 at 
of Clegg, Clegg st, Oldham 
William, Elwin st, Hackney rd, Boot and Shoe Manufac- 
rong July 21 at 3 at offices of Barnett, Palmerston buildings, 
John. o Park il, Dorset sq, Oiland Colour Man. July 
at 2 at the ion, Arthur st East. May and Co, 
Adelaide pl 


pamiomin, Wortley, 1 Leeds, Innkeeper. July 19 at 3 at offices 
Robert, and gn eae Bell, South Shields, Brewers. July 17 at 
11 at the Sthelan Bovis _ " Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Duncan 
and Bautley, Baws South Shields 

Edward, and Arthur a anne oe wing Stonemasons. 


ce 


er at the Bell Hotel, Sadler aly 
Bake, Charles nee Greenwich, oo v2 vasa saan? at 4 
at offices of and Littlejohn, King Terry, 


Wainfleet All Saints, Lincoln, Plumber. oy Sa 
Thimberley and 


at 2 at the iway Hotel, Frisby, Lincoln. 

Briant, arte Be cnt Colourman. July 20 at 
tat los of Feld, Portsea a 
Bristow, Busser Licensed Victaaler. sale soot 4 


at the Red Lion Tum, Sugars OW 


em wee | Wine Merchant. ‘suly 3 8 at ofc of 
and Gt St Thomas 


Paireaies Jeon Gomeay il Yonet Importer. Jul 


‘Carson, James William, Liverpool, Grocer. July 22 at 3 at offices of 
Newman, Sweeting st, Liverpool 





Conyers, William Harvey, Lam! 
se Fineeyeg ny Queen st, 
in Willian, and Jim Crossland, H 


Crossland, York, 
Jap ie 3 at offices of Ramsden and Co, John 
a: “Huddersfield 
vies, Escu, Newborongh, Anglesey, sr. July 16 at 12.30 at 


“ Queen Hotel, Chester. Dew, 
nap, George, Ashton-under-L 
ao July 21 at 3 at offices o 


the Commercial inn, Blackburn rd, Church. 


ton 
Dossett, William, C on, Surrey, Greengrocer. 
the Green Dragon Hotel, High es Croydon. Dennis, 
Ellard, William, Northampton, of no Soenaanier, July 16 
offices of Andrew, Market sq, Northam 
Emerson, William, Liv 1, Mineral 
21 at 2at offices of Gi 
Lupton, Liverpool 


16 at 2 at 40, Churton st, 


Byles, George, Media: 


20 at 3 at offices of Peddle, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st 
Earley, George, Church st, Stoke Newington, Boot and Shoe Maker, 
July 14 at 3 at the White Swan, Coleman st. Knight, Bow 


Fowles, Henry, Birkenhead, Chester, Confectioner, July 
kenhead 


offices of Thompson, Hamilton st, Bir! 


Freeman, William, Middlesborough, Builders’ een July 22 at 


11 at —' a Robson, Linthorpe rd, Middles) 
Gardiner, George, Redland, Bristol, out of business. Fly 
offices of Sib e; , Exchange West, Bristol 


Geary, William, sle of Man, Licensed Victualler. July 22 at 3 at 


offices of Loseby and An Market Debt Leicester 
Gelsthorpe, William, Hi ‘asland, Der 
offices of Cutts, Market Hall Proven th Chesterfield 
Gibbins, Thomas, Sunderland, Durham, out of “oo 
Ren geese Graham, John st, Sunderland. 
er! 


Grasemann, Carl, Belsize rd, Shipbroker. July 22 at 1 at the Guild. | 


hall Tavern, London. Denby 
Gray, Louisa, Chertsey, Surrey, Proprietress of Nursery 


J uly 27 at 2 at the Railway Hotel, Chertsey. Heathfield and Son, Pe 


Lincoln’s-inn¢ 

Griffin, Isabella Elizabeth, Plympton Saint eo Devon. 
at 11 at offices of Square, George st, 

Grunbut, Jacques, or Iron Merchant. 
Society’s ae arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
and Graham, South Shields 

al Joseph, Albion rd, Stoke ct es i Grocer. 

ces of Fuller and Wise, Gresham st. Harwood and 


Harbron, Thomas, Darlington, 
at voffices of Clayhills, Coniscliffe rd, Darlington 


hester, Watch Manufacturer. July 
. Manchester 


, Lazarus, Cheetham, Manc' 
21 at 3 at offices of Nuttall and Son, John Dalton st 
Hart, John Middles' h, Grocer. Jw 
Jackson and Jackson, bert rd, Middles! 
Hember Eliza, — out of business. July 10 at 2.30 at 
Parsons. High s t, Bristol 
Heslop, Thomas — Stockton-on-Tees, Grocer. J 
Wholesale Traders’ Agsociation, High st, 8 


Hoad, Seed Ed : 
Guildhall Tavern, m st. Harrison, Pelipeste Be 
_— hry, Samuel, Bootle. peer Lirenpedl, ex ~ eel July 20 : 


H * — of Bartlett, Dale cay ee 
a i -upon- 1g 
me og fo ng 


keene m-Hull 


Jeffrey, Char! oe sagen om Boot Maker. July 16 at 3 at offices © 


Birmi 


a. Burton, U: 


(ay a Wg born Viaduet 

Ju ohn, Hatter. 

gra Jo Oxford 

Kane, et " arrow-on-Tyne, out of business. J 
offices of Wawn and Smith, Barrington st, South 

Kenyon, Thomas, 


ie Hotel, Black rd, Accrington, Sharples, 


waht, 
canas, Beidquater, Somerset, dolnar, July 15 at lat 
pe ohn man, High st, Bri 1s, sw 
Knowles, Nowhiggin’ Caaberans, ‘armer. July 2lat2 at offices 
of Arnison, St Andrew’s place, Penrith 
i Robert bs mg Walsall, Stafford, Ironmonger. July ae 
at offices of Bridge st, Walsall’ 
* | Bes, ei Wiliam, Shambles, Tie Wrenteon Butcher. July 16 at11 at oflees 
Li sah, Be ford, set aly ai at at the White 
innett, Jo! mi! “ssex, Farmer, 
Hart Hotel. Romford.’ Bradle; 


Lynex. Baler Walsall, 
offices of ae st, Walsall 


Marsh, Jose Denies, op, Butcher. Jul 20 at 3 at offleesof : 
Nutsey, oP se John’ a 4 
Tewkesbury, ioniesien Common Brewer, July 


17 at 11 at offices Moores and Romney, ey nn od 
and Consitt Elliott, 


McGeorge Joba, 
te a J fides cecal eae and team Booth st, 


Mill, Walter, Falkland rd, Kentish Town, Clerk. J Ww 
otticas of Haddon Sat Co, Chancery lane - ”~ 


soney, John, High Wycombe, Ironmonger. J yp 
siete teenth demons tl ‘ewcastle- x, Choapaide oe 
ayy n-Tyne, 
Bu: Pare od Chenee and Co, Grainger at West, jewcastle- 

pte tng Kane 


beth walk, Oil eCbmeena fae 
ant + nity 


, Lancaster, Wholesale Tea 
Coates, Old st, Ashton-under. 
Dickmont, George, Accrington, Lancaster, Painter. July 21 at3 at 

Sharples, Accring- 


. July 16 at 1) at 


wel Manufacturer. Jul 
m and Co, South John st, Liverpodl. 


Evans, foowee, North st, » Eoighiteetes Provision Dealer. July 
nrd, Lower Clapton, "Solicitor’s Clerk, July 


Farmer. se” : 


July 20 at 12 at Law 

Eabane 
July 23 at3 at 

Stevenson, — 


Durham, Boiler Smith. July 20 at 11 


16 at 11 at offices of 


tockton-on-' 
Folkestone, Kent, Builder. — 26 at 1 at 


ee duly 14 at 
Bowlalley-lane, — 


ham 2 
Robert cone ae and Matthew John Jessop, Holborn Viaduct, 4 : 
“Wholesale Jewellers July 16 at 2 at the Inns of Court Hotel, Hol- ~ 


July 23 at 12 at offices of Hester, | 
17 at 3 ab” 
» Lancashire, Joiner. July 19 at at 3the 












at llat 












st 
19 at 3 at 







20 at 2 at 








mr 






Gardens, 





July 19 










offices of 
19 at 3 ab 
















oa. 
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ee James, Clifton, Bristol, Lodging-house Keeper. "en | 


at offices of Benson and Carpenter, Bank chambers, 
rae gro on rama 1 ASR NH 
Robert Winterbottom, Roydon, Lancaster, Cotton 
"July 20.at 3 at offices of Needham and Co, York st, 
Butcher. July 29 ut $ at the 


ie ——- 


Ponton, Simgte 
Nield, Edwin 
ward, Leadenhall market, 
hal Farern: Gr & Ueeone Geeaaeae 
Parkin, , an rge Trey, 
a rat act ap aang cea 


paildings, Old Broed 


liam Bassett, Cleeve, Somerset, Clerk in Holy Orders. 
12 at offices of Meade-King and Bigg, St Steven st, 


ichard, Birkenhead, Chester, Chemist. yoy 20 at ll at 
of Hill "and Dickinson, Water st, Li ay we 

, Alfred Watkins, Boston, Lincoln Beer Merchant. any 14 at 

9 at the Peacock Hotel, Boston. Digby and Evans, Mal 
y, Frederick John, and John Henry Maw, eccameat ol: 
. July 20 at 2at the Incorporated Law Society, 

. Oldman, Serjeant’s inn, Chancery lane 
—— a Baker. Taly 9 at 2 at offices 


lip, Bideford, “6 op Saddler. July 23 at 12 at 


Richardson, Char Castle st, 2 ae Rene, Stay Manufacturer 
July 16 at 12 at offices of Plunkett and Leader, St Paul’s church- 


sian, Joseph oa, — Butcher. July 20.at 11 at offices 
Church 

Nathaniel prio, Hag Het "Holborn, Licensed Victualler, July 

July 19 at 3 at offices of 


30 at 12 at offices of Hudson, Furnivals inn, Holborn 
Leeds, 
le, Leeds 
‘Bradley, ge, Skipton July 16 at 3 at 


Grocer. 
Kin tee fe omer ya _ 
at G 4 st. ley, 
srekrel John, J Atfred a. dchans +0, New Grows, Gennwl Gen- 
uly 26 at 3 3 at offices of Bristow. pull Shepherd, Cannon st 
uhactee Radnor, China Dealer. July 20 at 1 at 
ney nelly —_ 


Boot Maker, July 16 at 11 
vies, Alma 


Fa mee X omas John, Willow Val Vale, Shepherd’s Bush, Builder. 
July 19 at 3 at 3 at offices of Ruddle and Brown, High Holborn 
John, ——— Yama July 17 at 11 at offices 
Lowe, Mount pleasant, Liverpoo! 
Wardle, Martin Cook Middles h, Chemist. July 15 at 11 at 
of Robson, Linth rd, Middlesborough 
aon. Joseph, Burnley, gen tee Boot and Shoe Dealer. 
sn, Burley at the Golden Lion Hotel, Briggate, Leeds. Hud- 
er 


‘See, 3 hn Perseval, Scott's niger g Pudding lane, Wine 
Merchant. July 26 at 3 at offices of Wood and Wootton, Fish st 


way! George in, Bury St Edmunds, Surgeon Dentist. July 
vas ne at Guil Geaahah, Bury St Edmunds. Salmon and Son, Bury 
Edmunds 


Relton, U Park st, Barns! , Journalist. July 
otel, High Holborn. ddle and Brown 


William, ening rd, Boot and Shoe Maker, July léat 

, Chancery lane 
Whittaker, Samuel, Rochdale, Lancaster, Licensed Victualler. July 
16 at 3 at offices oF Molesworth, Central chambers, the Walk, 


. Joi July 19 at 3 ab 
G) ner, a 
ay fey Ser em r 
‘Willeox, , Stapleton, Gloucester, Builder, July 16 at 2 at 
ty Essex, Builder. Ju,y 16 
Bt 
gardens, Temple, Barrister-at- 
Burn, Clement’s lane 
. July 16 at 3 at offices of Wells, 


thomas, 
Tha, Jo 








SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 
Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 
Gnarantesd Pure Bot rae Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 


of fat 
Faca it “the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
Be 4 ipa Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 


Te aitiaantel tr eeeitinn Uintinal Pees. 

without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 

= all eteamene, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
with starch, and IN REALITY CHeAPER 


with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break. 


— 
fs a most dellnte, dgestibie,cheanent 
May be taken 


64,, &c., by Chemists and Grocers, 
by the Sole Proprietors, 
Adam-street, London, W.C, 


MR. G. H. JONES, 


SURGEON DENTIST, 
57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 


(Opposite the British Museum), 
Will be gladto orward his Pamphiet on Painless Dentistry, free 
enclosed by post, which explains the most unique system of the adjus 
ment of ARTIFICIAL TEETH without pain. 


CONSULTATION FREE FROM 10 TO 5. 


EDE AND 50N 


ROBE S58 MAKERS 


SPECIAL APPOL 
To H’ # Liajesty, the Lord Chancellor, the he Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS? GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITYS CLERGY GOWNS, 3C 
ESTABLISHED 1680. 

94. CHANCERY LANE. LONDON. 


This day is pte, D oon l4s., demy 8vo, cloth, printed in Black 
d Red for easy reference. 








haha of the COMMON LAW, being a Short 
Digest of the Comm » Lilustrated Lead- 
ing Cases. With eee ma &. By thronghout Gkonoe 
WALPOLE, M.A., of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 

London: Saw & Sons, Fetter-lane, E.C, 





In the Press, Fourth Edition, crown 80, price 10s. 


AXTER’S JUDICATURE ACTS and RULES, 
1873 to 1880, containing ail the Statutes, Rates (including those 
of April and May, 1880), Forms, and Decisions to the present time. By 
WYNNE E. BAXTER, Solicitor, Coroner for Sussex, and lace Under- 
Sheriff of London and Middlesex. 


London: Burrerworrns,7, Fleet-street, Her Maijesty’s Law Publishers. 
Just published, Second Edition, price 3s. 6d. 


HANDBOOK of PRACTICAL REGISTRA- 
TION (Parliament and Municipal), with numerous Forms 
and Precedents. By EUG E. 8T a 


Witpx & Sows, Lincoln’s-inn Archway, London, W.C. 








Just published, royal 12mo., price 7s. 6d. 
HE JUDICATURE ACTS and RULES.—OCon- 
taining the most Recent Decisions, with Rules and Forms, 
down to ae a. inserted in. their we carefully 
annotated, and ious Index. By ee 
and ARBUTHNOT B.S SNEY, LL.B., of the Middle Temple, Bar 
rister-at-La’ 


iw. 


London: Rgrves & Tvewer, 100, Chancery-lane. 


ONEY LENDERS and BORROWERS. —A 
Law relating to Mi Lenders and Bor- 

DANIEL RANKIN MACALPIN, .» Advocate of 

petit hoes capeeil tthe po i 

work co & com ion 01 w 

securities which rela big high interest. 


Reeves & Turwer, 100, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 
Third Edition (further revised and enlarged), price 5s., net. 
INTS on ADVOCACY. — By RICHARD 
HARRIS, Barrister-at-Law, of the Middle Temple and 
Warzrtow Bros. & Larrox, 2%, Birchin-lane, London. 


HURCH PREFERMENT WANTED. — Private 
patrons, interested in the Reee a, Se ae 
of advowsons, &c., in favour 
cle: should refer to 
by Mr. lies EMERY 8T. 
F.RG.S, do Post free 
Emery 8 





rowers. 











AW COSTS Drafted and Settled for 











when richer chocolate is pre- 
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R. OT. _T. BATEMAN NAPIER, Clifford’s-inn RESTAURANT PARISIE 


an, Winner of the Incorporated Law Society’s only (LATE MADM&. JANET), 
the Scott’ Scholarshi for the year 1876, and Conveyancing Gold 4 

Sten a tudents, both vately and i dase, for the 10, CASTLE-STREET, HOLBORN 

, In a and, = ‘ Stu — are - o carefully (OPPOSITE THE PRUDENTIAL INSURANCE COMPANY), 

through the pos irty-four pupils Out of the First-class Luncheon Bar for gentlemen in the neighbourhood, 
sent up have been successful. Several gentlemen are now reading, | gna Private Dining Rooms. Dinners for 38. 6d +» 58. Gd, 76,1 
and the regular classes for November commence on Tuesday, the | and 10s. 6d. Will be served in the Private Bintag Rooms; no 
10th of August.—For terms, &c., apply, No. 1, Mitre-court-buildings, | charge for room or pianoforte. Choicest Wines, Beer, and ita 
King’s Bench-walk, Temple, B.C. Proprietors, Dorzr BRoTHERs. 


eee eet ae NCE COM- | (XLASGOW and the HIGHLANDS.—Royal I 
PANT .—Eetatl ims. t Crinan and Caledonian Canals, by new swift st 
ANNUAL REPORT, 1880. COLUMBA or the IONA, from Bridge Wharf, Glasgow, di 
Amount of Assurances accepted........+seee. £1,134,444 7 a.m., and from Greenock at 9a.m., conveying Passengers 
Ditto during the last ave YEATS.cccecseees sees 6,266,013 Oban, North and West Highlands. Official Guide Book 2d, B 
Total ASSUFANCES ....crececceeceseesscees cece 19,044,745 trated Copy 6d.—Bill, with map and tourist fares free, at { 
Revenue ..000-ceccccoccscccccesccsccccce coe — 796,459 Cuatro & Winvvs, Publishers, 214, Piccadilly, London, or by 
Invested Funds ....ceccccercccccccccccesseee 5,514,732 free from Davin MacBraryz, 119, Hope-street, Glasgow. "4 


DIVISION OF PROFITS, 1860, P ARTRIDGE AND COOPE i 


THE it gi age hamid ——s es 1875 will be ~ LAW AND GENERAL STATIONERS, i 
ided amo licies in existence at the close of the current year, a ; 
Senurarces bow effected will participate. ing 1 & 2, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, E.0, 


Since ae = Coney _ distributed THREE MILLIONS Sterling > 
on Bonus itions to Policies ¢ &; 
London: 82, King William-street, E.C., and 3, Pall Mall East, S.W. Lato opning un ngrossing. 


Sack ~ 8 Deeds and Writings engrossed and copied on the Premises, 
only ‘a. “Dockeateest, a ee ue and dispatch, at the lowest scale of charge 
A good Discount allowed on agreed accounts, a 


OVEREIGN LIFE OFFICE. LAW PRINTING. 
FOUNDED A.D. 1845, STATEMENT O OF HS ni tee oy men tk a V 
The Report of the Directors, just presented to the Proprietors, states inted at 1s. per folio 
thet 120,000." last valuation the Funds had been increased by upwards DEEDS, CONVEYANCES, MORTARS, &c., Printed in 1 
ENDOW: MENTS and ANNUITIES granted on ibera Iterms, Discount OTHG on on agreed accounts. 
ASSURANCES adapted to alle L ei Oo RAPHY. oe 
Copies of the Report and Balance-sheets can he had on application AB 4 a 
seen, BRIEFS, PETITIONS, DRAFTS, MINU 
Hi. D. DAVEMPORS, Bemetary. EVIDENCE, ‘Lithosrs hed at reduced 4 
PLANS OF ESTATE PECIFICATIO oe BP B DILD 
AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE | SOCIETIES’ DEEDS, LEASES, &c., Lithograp 
4 COMPANY. Chief Ofice—126, Chancery-lane, London, W.C, | #24 dispatch. 


The Funds in hand and Capital subseribed amount to upwards of PARCH MENT AND LEGAL PAPERS . 


£1,500,000 sterling. 
Chairman—Jamxs Cuppon, "Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmith-build Samples and Catalogues sent post-free. ie 


ng, Temple. ° 
Deputy-Chairman—C. yen Eeq. (Tas & Pembertons), Solicitor The Companies Acts, 1862 to 
ncoln’s-inn-fields, ae 
Every description of Fire and Life Insurance business transacted. Every requisite onder the above Acts supplied on the shortest ng 
The Directors invite attention to the new form of Life Policy, which a 
tree from all conditions, The BOOKS ana FORMS kept in stock for immed 
The Company advances Money on Mortgage of Life Interest and | MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily 
Reversions, whether absolute or contingent, in the properform for registration and distribution. SHARB4 
Prospectuses, Copies of the Directors’ Report, and Annual Balance | TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. 0 
sheet, and every een sent post free, on application to SEALS designed and executed. 
RANK M'‘GEDY, Actvary and Secretary. 


ESTABLISHED 1851, Solicitors’ Account Books, 


IRKBEOK | 3B aNxK.—| RICHARD FLINT & CC 


Current Accounts opened according jto the usual practice ot other Stationers, P; REET, ers, Registration Agents, &0., 
mira hey fi Me commie chard eager | a sous a 
Sieren theca ot Eee, Wings an ster retinas Wale IL WEY 
ables ; the collection of Bills of Exchange, Dividends, and Coupons; and ee LL WHISKY. Fs 
relat Rte a and ag ot Stocks and Shares. Letters of Credit and eR ieee 5 

A Pamphlet, with ‘all pesticalers, on application. K% AHAN’S ] 8 LL “WHISKY. Pure, Mild 4 


FRANCIS RAVENSCROFT, Manager, Mellow, Delicious and most Wholesome. Univ versally rn 
3let March, 1880. mended by the Profession. The Cream of Old irish Whiskies, 


LONDON GAZETTE (published by suthority) and LONDON and INAHAN’S LL WHISKY. Dr. Hassall 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. ty?” Soft and Mellow, Pure, well Matured, and of very 


No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. quality. 


ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 17 INAHAN’S LL WHISKY. Gold Medal, B 
direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages Tenia. 1878; Dublin Exhibition, eng me Gold 
Scastanrolich doo torus tatoos: tone tae weheay coltstne tnile continnet oe, Gress Sieteld Sweet, Lassen, W 
cappert.—.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and thestrictest WASTE | P: AP. ER (\: O..2 PARCHMENT 
eare and promptitude assured. Officially stamped forms for‘adverstise CHASED in any vantities. ‘ 
ment and file of “ London Gaztte ” reer By appointment. lefgum,, nowies : 
voices, &c. A destroyed, be 
AN IMPORTANT CONVENIENCE TO LAW WRITERS AND | WASTE PAPER ‘vced t» pulp for oo eas eee 
SOLICITORS. lect daily within twelve miles of : 
Highest prices returned per P.O.O. 


STEPHENS’ SCARLET INK FOR STEEL PENS. geese rely 


This new Ink supplies the demand continual’ made but, never WASTE PAPER icy Wharf, Paddington. 
before met, for a Red Ink which is uninjured Steel or other 


Stee a aor mr aetoan wee ee, | DINNEFORD'S , MAGNES! 
octane nae hae ett | acter ot on GAS SOO, Namal 
parchment, and is nN DIOES 


consequently of great 
safest A tf Delicate Constitutions, | 
at ls., 2s.,38; and Im; Quarts of Anl os the se ye 


iit ase eS“) DN EORD'S MAGNESI 
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